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every man, woman, and child there? It is im- 
possible that we can, pursuant to the Constitution, 
make a taw of that kind. 

Mr. WADE. Will the gentleman allow me? 
] suppose we could have made a law last week 
that unless New Orleans surrendered it should be 
burnt, as well as there is power to kill the inhab- 
itants if they do not surrender. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The gentleman and my- 
self differ. I think that the judgment of the ques- 
tion when the military necessity arises is to be 
left to the discretion of the executive power, 
who has in his hands the direction of the Army. 
Whether it is necessary to burn a city, whether 
it is Ranta to desolate a country, whether it is 
necessary to kill people who are not in arms, are 
not legislative questions. 

Mr. WADE. I do not like to interrupt the 
Senator unless he is willing that I should do 


so. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Iam always willing to be 
interrupted when it is done in a good spirit. 

Mr. WADE. I never do it in any other spirit. 
I ask, in view of what the Senator now says, why 
was the sixth section of his bill put in? 

Mr. COLLAMER. The gentleman could not 
have mistaken me on that pointif he had listened 
to the remarks I made the other day, which he 
certainly was under no obligation to do. I say 
that, in my opinion, the existence of an actual 
military necessity in military operations must be 
judged of by those who conduct those operations; 
and it involves the grossest inconsistencies to 
view itin any other way. I was about going on 
to say, that the sixth section of my bill was pro- 
posed by me asan ultimate resort. I donot want 
to repeat what I have already said; but when 
questions are asked, I may be compelled to do it 
in some degree. I have stated that our legislation 
should be consecutive and in certain progress, 
rising from step to step as the necessities of the 
occasion may require. I have endeavored to frame 
my bill upon that principle. I have attempted to 
explain it as being framed upon that principle, 
and why and how in each respect. I think the 
subject was capable of it, and I think I have given 
it consecutiveexplanation. I have supposed that 
after all the offers we could make, after all the in- 
ducements we could reasonably present to these 
people, some of them might, by possibility, be 
found to be persistently obstinate, and then there 
might be this exercise of executive military power 
in an extreme case. I will not undertake to limit 
the measure of that, except that it must be accord- 
ing to the nature of the necessity. [have contem- 
plated that there might come an extreme case 
where in a particular section the Executive might 
find, after all experiments, that he could not suc- 
ceed in reducing the people to obedience and in 
pasting our laws in force and suppressing the re- 

ellion but by declaring that the slaves in that 
section should be freed. Whether such a neces- 
sity would ever come, | must leave to the Execu- 
tive to say; but I was willing, in framing the bill, 
to recognize the existence of such a possible ne- 
cessity. 1 desire not to create that power in the 
Executive, but, if such a contingency arises, in 
some measure to recognize its existence and limit 
and direct its exercise. Hence the sixth section 
is so framed that if, after full trial, the Executive 
finds that such a necessity has come, he shall issue 
his proclamation, still leaving the exercise of the 
power as some means of reconciliation, he shall 
state in the proclamation that after a certain day, 
if they then continue in arms against the United 
States, their slaves shall be free. 1 meantto have 
the power exercised in such a way as might, after 
all, induce these people to submit, to have it used 
as a means of reconciliation and settlement. | 
desire by the section merely to qualify the mode 
of the exercise of this extreme power. That an- 
swers the question of the Senator from Ohio as to 
why I put the section in the bill. Now itis pro- 
posed by the Senator from Massachusetts that the 
section shall be entirely changed. 1 wish the Clerk 
to read—and if it cannot come in in order in any 
other way, I desire to have it read as part of my 
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| they will have forgiveness, 


| speech—the amendment offered by the Senator 


from Massachusetts. 

The Secretary. Theamendmentof Mr. Wi.- 
son, of Massachusetts, is to strike out the sixth 
section of the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont, and, in lieu of it, to insert: 

Sec. 6. and be it further enacted, That in any State or 


part thereof in which the inhabitants have by the President 
been heretofore declared in a state of insurrection, the Pres 


| ident is hereby authorized and required, for the speedy and 


more effectual suppression of said insurrection, within 
thirty days after the passage of this act, by proclamation to 
fix and appoint a day when all persons holden to service or 


labor in any such State or part thereof, whose service or la- | 


bor is by the law or custom of said State due to one who, 
after the passage of this act, shall levy war or participate 
in insurrection against the United States, or give aid to the 
same, shall be free and discharged from such claim to la- 
bor or service ; and thereupon said person shall be forever 
free and discharged from said labor or service, any law or 
custom of said State to the contrary notwithstanding. 


Mr. COLLAMER. The sixth section of my 
bill, for which this is offered by way of substitu- 


| tion, is of an entirely different character; is, as I 


have before explained, that if in any of the States 
where insurrection has existed fora period of six 


| months, and that is the case with all of them now, 


**then, in that case, the President is authorized, 
if in his opinion it is necessary to the successful 


suppression of said insurrection, by proclamation | 


to fix and appoint a day when all persons holden 
to service or labor in any such State or part 


thereof, as he shall declare, whose service or la- | 
bor is by the law or custom of said State due to | 


any person or persons who, after the day so fixed 


| by said proclamation, shall levy war or partici- 


ate in insurrection,’’ shall be free. There you 
Pp ’ 


perceive, in the first place, it is put upon the Pres- 


ident, finding such a necessity to arise, finding 
such an ultimate resort necessary. In the next 


place, it is put upon the ground that when he does, 
| he may give proclamation to induce that people 


to submit stil!, give them notice of the effect that 
will take place if they do not submit by such a 
day, so that they may have the opportunity to 
still come in, leaving a locum penitentia, a day 
and place of repentance. Thatis what it means. 

Now, what is the amendment? In the first 
place, by this amendment, the proclamation is 
made a matter of no consequence at all. The 
President is left no discretion about it. It is not 


| to be done when he ascertains that it is necessary. 


The amendment declares that the President shall, 
within thirty days from the passage of the act, 
issue his proclamation declaring that the slaves 
of all those who shall be engaged in this rebellion 
after the passage of the act shall be free. Does 
that offer the people any opportunity to submit? 
None in the world. What the proclamation is to 
go out for, [do not know. By this amendment 


| there might just as well be no proclamation, be- 


cause the President is left no discretion whether 
to issue it or not, nor are the people by it to re- 
ceive any notice that if they cease to make war 
It is a simple dec- 
laration that in thirty days the President shall 
issue a proclamation fixing a day When the slaves 
shall be free, the slaves of any person who shall 
be engaged in rebellion after the passage of the 
act, not after the time fixed by proclamation. 
There is no offer of forgiveness. The proclama- 
tion becomes utterly inapplicable, utterly useless. 
The whole features of the section, all its intended 
purposes, are radically changed by this amend- 
ment. 

Mx, President, I cannot but remark another 
thing, though it may not strike every mind as re- 
markable in all the provisions presented to us. 
In all these confiscation measures, including the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
there is a certain involuntary but at the same 
timewery pregnant respect paid toa particular pro- 


vision of our Constitution that has settled down | 


and worn into the habit of the mind that no man 
can get rid of it. All of these propositions say 
that this confiscation, thisemancipation, shall take 





er 


place in regard to the property and slaves of per- | 


sons who shal!—that means hcreafter—be guilty 
of acts of rebellion. What do gentlemen put that 


| be prize. 








in for?) Why is such & provision put in at all? 
When you undertake to confiscate enemy's prop- 
erty as such, you never make laws that the prop- 
erty of enemies who shall hereafter fight you shall 

You simply declare enemy’s property 
pa, and confiscate it—the property of those who 
1ave been your enemies, who are your enemies. 
If gentlemen will look at confiscation bills, such 
as are reported to us as having been passed by 
the colonics at the ume of the revolutionary war, 
they will find that they were ofthat character. An 
honorable Senator showed me a specimen of that 
kind the other day; it was the Georgia act of con- 
fiscation, and it went on to enact that A, B, C, and 
D, naming them over, John Stiles, John Doe, Rich- 
ard Roe, putting down one hundred or one hundred 
and fifty, having been guilty of treason, their prop- 
erty is hereby confiscated, That is confiscation 
out and out. Why do we not have such acts pre- 
sented here? If we have the power of confisea- 
tion which gentlemen say nations have so fre- 
quently exercised, pray why is it not proposed to 
exercise it? Why notcome right out with 1? Why 
is it not proposed in relation to all who have been 
engaged in the rebellion? The honorable Senator 
from Ohio has said upon the floor two or three 
times over to-day that he is for confiscating the 
pronerty of all rebels. Has there been any such 
vill here? Has anybody presented a bill to con- 


| fiscate the property of all who have been engaged 


in rebellion? No. Why have we not such a bill 
from those who claim this high national preroga- 
tive and right? 

Mr. KING. I offered an amendment making 
the confiscation applicable to all who have been 
engaged in the rebellion, 

r, COLLAMER.,. And that was rejected. 

Mr. KING. A majority of the Senate did not 
vote for it. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I give the honorable Sen- 
ator some credit for offering it. That was con- 
fiscation, or at least looked like it. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts applies 
only to the slaves of persons who shall be here- 
after guilty. So it is with all the propositions. 
Whiy is this? It is the result of our early educa- 
tion, which we cannot get rid of; it springs from 
the sentiment that you cannot pass ex post facio 
laws. That is the reason. I think it is a very 
involuntary respect paid to that principle of the 
Constitution; but it 1s pregnant, and it is paid, 

The honorable Senator from Massachusetts, 
and the honorable Senator from Ohio, seem never 
to have understood the explanation which | gave 
before, and I do not know that they ever will. 
Perhaps it is because they do not want to under- 
stand it. The honorable Ressler from Massachu- 
setts especially, in offering his amendment and in 
speaking upon it yesterday, seemed to be set upon 
the idea—he entertains it strongly, and he ex- 
presses it strongly, as belongs to him—that the 
existence of slavery and the existence of this 
country under the General Government are in- 
compatible. I shall not misrepresent him; I may 
have misunderstood him; but if I did understand 
him, that is his belief. He thinks slavery is the 
origin of all the difficulty, and that the trouble 
will continue as long as it exists. And he comes 
in with this amendment to effect—what? That 
purpose, of course, If itis adopted, and can have 
effect, and is constitutional, it can have no effect 
at all except upon those who shall hereafter be 
engaged in the rebellion. It will not reach the 
slaves of the fourteen thousand prisoners taken In 
arms, whom we now have in captivity. They 
cennot hereafter be engaged in the rebellion; we 
do not mean that they shall be; and hence they 
are to forfeit nothing; their slaves are not reached 
by this amendment. The slaves of those whom 
we have taken prisoners and put on parole not to 
fight against us in this war, will not be reached. 
‘The slaves of all those taken at Fort Henry, at 
Island No. 10, of General Buckner, and those 
captured at Donelson,and of all the men who were 


captured in North Carolina and put on their pa- 
|| role—the slaves of all whom we have taken, 
|| whether they are now prisoners or are on parole, 





are not reached by this. Again, the slaves in the 
border States that have not been included in the 
proclamation here referred to, Missouri, western 
Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, and Kentucky, are 
not reached nt ail. 

Now, Mr. President, will this thing, carried out 
in this way, effect the purpose? Will slavery 
cease to exist? I know if it is carried into effect, 
it will, in some measure, accomplish this result; 
but the evil remains, that incurable evil, the exist- 
nec of which, as the Senator views it, is incon- 
sistent with our existence asa nation. I simply 
mention this for the purpose of showing that, 
guiding ourselves by the limitations of the Con- 
stitution, which gives us power—and from that 
source alone can we derive it—gentlemen cannot 
effect the purpose which they have in view. It 


cannot be accomplished consistently with the pro- | 


visions of the Constitution, as I conceive. do 
not understand this talk that we are nearer the 
source of power than the Executive; that we have 
all power over the war, even to the minute con- 
ducting of the war, and the judging of its neces- 
sities, taking them all into our hands, because we 
are the representatives of the people. I would 
have the honorable Senator from Ohio remember 
that there was not one of us ever chosen by the 
people. Not a single member of this body was 
ever sent here by the people. 
sentatives of the States, chosen by the agents of 
the States—the Legislatures. We never had the 
honor of a popular vote, entitling us to a seat in 
this body. The President has as direct a vote 
from the people as we have, and perhaps more so. 
All this is assumption, The truth is, it does not 
alter it at all, whether you assume and usurp the 


We are the repre- | 


exercise of power in one branch of the Govern- | 


ment or in another; its evil effect is the same. 
Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. If the Sen- 
ate is ready to take the vote now on this question, 
L hope it willdo so, [‘ Yes.”’] If not, I move 
that we go into executive session; for we must 
have a short executive session to-day. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Hate in 


the chair.) The question is on the amendment of 


|| strong opposition to any bill of this character. ‘I || 


the Senator from Massachusetts to the amend- 


ment of the Senator from Vermont. 
Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. 
ident. 


Mr. ANTHONY. If the Senator will allow 


me, before we go into executive session, | move || 


that the pending amendments be printed. Some of 
them have not been printed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope we may vote with- 
out going into exccutive session. Everything, | 
think, is in print that is pending. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The amendment of the Sen- || 


ator from Massachusetts is not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. HOWE. I should like to say afew words 
on this question. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. 
executive session, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope not. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. We cannot 
ret a vote to-night. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Why not? Yesterday we 
adjourned with the understanding that we should 
take a vote to-day, so far as an understanding 
could be had on consultation in the Senate. 
measure has no better friend than the Senator fram 


I move an 


Mr. Pres- 





The | 


Massachusetts, and I trust he will not insist on | 


an executive session at this time. If anybody 
wishes to diseuss the bill, let him do so, If my 
friend from Wisconsin desires to be heard, I am 
not for interfering with him; let him go on and 
discuss it; he has a right to do so, and he may do 
it to-night I suppose. He has not asked for a 
postponement. 

Mr. HOWE. Ihave not asked fora postpone- 
ment. Of course, I dislike to occupy the time of 
the Senate at so late an hour in the day as this; 
yet I really have not enough to say upon the 
question to warrant me in asking that the bill shall 
be postponed on my account. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. I think it 
is Impossible for us to get this vote to-night with 
the fuct before us that the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin and others desire to speak. We must have 
an exccutive session. I[tisnow past four o’clock. 
I move that we proceed to the consideration of 


22 fj THE 


| day, I think it would be most unreasozable to | 


| ject, as I have been. 
| committee of which Iam chairman who has not | 





| LONGRESSION AL (GL 


| . . . : . 
| executive business, if the Senator from Wiscon- 


sin yields. 
Mr. HOWE. Yes,sir. I ought to say to the | 
Senator from Iilinois that I have not the slightest 
wish or purpose to stave off a vote upon any one 
of these propositions. That is no part of my 
tactics. do not propose to speak with a view of 
influencing anybody, but with the hope of mak- 
ing the Senate understand as well as 1 can the 
reasons which will influence my own vote. The 
Senate knows how much | have been engaged on 
other business for some time past, and during all | 
the time this debate has been pending in the Sen- 
ate. | 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I haye only to say that | 
if the Senator from Wisconsin desires to speak, 
and does not wish to speak at this hour of the | 


compel him to go on. I know that he, with me, | 
has been so much engaged on the tax bill, devoted | 
to it day and night, that he has been unable even | 
to listen to the debates in the Senate on this sub- | 

| 


if any one member of the | 


| spoken on this subject wishes time, it ought to be 


Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Wis- 


_consin has not asked as a personal matter to him 


that the bill shall be put over. This bill has been 


| 
} 
granted under the circumstances. | 
under discussion for more than a month; and yes- | 


terday, at a later hour than this, perhaps, we were || 


very near obtaining a vote, but it was suggested 


that he might desire to say something to-day, an 
it was put over, and, at the time it was put over, | 


a conversational debate occurred in the Senate as \ 


to the propriety of taking a vote to-day, and, so | 
far as there was any expression in the Senate— 
of course the Senators are not bound by it—no | 


Senator objected to that course yesterday. It || 


| seemed to be a common understanding that we | 


would take a vote to-day. I know there isa very | 


know that repeated motions are made for the pur- | 
pose of defeating any bill of this character. I do | 
not say that in regard to my friend from Wiscon- | 
sin, (Mr. Howe.] I trust he is going to vote for | 
some bill, and, from the remarks he has hereto- | 
fore made, L infer that he will probably vote for 
some bill, A Senator moved the other day to refer 
this bill to a committee—a Senator who is known | 

{ 


| to be an enemy to confiscation, and whose object 





_ to be opposed to any confiscation bill. 


_ofthem. He makes this motion to go into exec- 


i 


| is to defeat the passage of any confiscation bill. 


I do not mean to misrepresent the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, and I am very sure that I do not, | 
He is op osed to the passage of any confiscation 
bill; he does not believe in the propriety of it. He 
is entitied to that opinion, and of course it is his’ 
privilege to make dilatory motions; but lam sorry | 
that those Senators who are favorably inclined to 
a confiscation bill should unite with him in dil- | 
atory motions. | should be very glad to have my 
friend from Maine support this bill. I have no 
hope that he will vote for any confiscation bill, 
not the least, and very likely there may not be 
enough in the Senate to pass any bill, but I do 
desire 

Mr FESSENDEN. If the Senator will allow 
me, I should like to ask him the ground of that 
opinion in regard to myself. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The course the Senator 
from Maine has pursued. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. What course has the Sen- 
ator from Maine pursued ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I saw him vote on the 
yeas and nays to refer this matter to a committee, 
the otherday,on the motion of a gentleman known 











Mr. FESSENDEN. Ah! Thatisall. I merely 
wanted to know the ground. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think that is pretty good 
ground. When a Senator votes to refer a pend- 


| 


| Ing measure and all propositions or the subject | 


to a person known to be opposed to the whole of | 
them, [ think it is pretty good evidence that he is 
opposed to it. I may have drawn a wrong infer- | 


ence, and I shall be very glad to know that Ihave. |! 


| hope [ am mistaken, and that the Senator from || 


Maine is for a confiscation bill. 1 
What I have said, I say to the friends of this | 


measure. My friend from Massachusetts is one 


| 
: 
utive session. 


this thing to an end if that course is pursued. | 


It seems to me we shall never get || 














| 
| 
| 
| 
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have persisted in trying to keep this matter before 
the Senate for some two months, until I am afraid 
it almost looks like a factious movement on my 





| part to do so, but 1 do think that we ought to 


come to some action upon this bill. 

If the Senator from Wisconsin desires to speak 
upon this bill, and does not wish to speak to- 
night, and his public duties have been such that 
he could not be here to examine it before, I shall 
resist no further its going over. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I did not mean to say a 
word; but inasmuch as I have been alluded to as 
having gotten the floor yesterday, and it has been 
declared that the subject was postponed on my 
suggestion yesterday, | wish simply to say that 
at the same time I gave notice to the Senate that 
it was not for any purpose to delay action upon 
the bill, or to prevent a vote being taken. I know 
that I am one of the men on this floor whose voice 
cannot be potential either for good or ill. Find- 
ing that there was a gentleman of the dominant 
party on the floor who desired to speak, and un- 
derstanding that it was the wish of the friends of 
the bill to press a vote to-day, I yielded to that 
gentleman. I did intend to address the Senate 
after I heard aspeech yesterday upon the subject; 
but inasmuch as what few remarks | may wish 
to make can be made just as well on any other bill 
as on that under consideration, I yielded the floor 
to my friend from Wisconsin, [Mr. DoonitTLE.] 

Mr. President, as I said, | am one of the few 


|| men on this floor whose voice, either for good or 
by the Senator from Delawere, [Mr. ree i] 


for ill, cannot weigh in the counsels of this Cham- 


| ber; but I will say that if there isa lingering hope 


of the reunion of these States, itis balanced upon 
this point. Pass this bill, undertake to emanci- 
pate the slaves, and what will be the consequence? 
You have discarded every utterance of a repre- 
sentative from a border State heretofore, and per- 
haps for what | say now | may be represented as 
a disunionist, as a secessionist. I have been so 
charged before, but no man will make that decla- 
ration to my face upon his responsibility asa man. 
Sir, pass this bill, and if there ever was a hope of 
a reunion of these States, it is gone, it is past. 
Contrary to the advice of gentlemen situated as 
1 am, and representing the interests of the border 
States, you passed your bill for the abolition of 
slavery in this District, you passed your resolu- 
tion, in compliance with the presidential recom- 
mendation, for emancipation in the border States. 
In nothing that you have done, sir, have you list- 
ened to our advice. You have given no heed to 
our counsel; you have treated us with contempt, 
as the Senator from Massachusetts yes'erday in- 
timated when speaking of the utterances of the 
representatives from the border States. 1 think 
that Laman honest man; I think that I speak what 
I mean, and I mean what I say; and I tell you to- 
day that the warmest friends the Union ever had 
were in the border States. Sir, you have disre- 
garded our appeals, you would not hear our ad- 
vice, you have passed your bills, zou have done 
your acts, whether we were willing or not, and 
you have virtually said to us that our counsels are 
not wanted and our advice is not to be regarded. 
I think that the Senators from Virginia and Ma- 
ryland and Delaware have not been treated fairly 
in your legislation. We have looked upon that 
old flag under which our fathers in common went 
forth to do battle in defense of American liberty, 
and we have worshiped it as the idol of our hearts. 
When rebellion in the Gulf States reared its front; 
when in this Chamber it had a voice, and gave 
its utterance for the dissolution of the American 
Union, who did you find most prompt to utter a 
word of condemnation of treasonable sentiments 
and to give effective opposition to treasonable acts? 
I appeal to the Senator from Massachusetts, as a 
eandid man—and | think he is an honest man, 
although I believe upon this subject he is gov- 
erned by very erroneous views—who was it? Did 
he stand up in his place 

Mr. COWAN. I believe there is a motion pend- 
ing to go into executive session, and I would sug- 
gest to the honorable Senator from Delaware that 
that motion should be put without extended de- 
bate. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. 
to a few words. 

Mr. COWAN. I thought perhaps the Senator 
would prefer another time. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will interpose no objec- 
tion to the wish of the Senate, but I want to ask 





I wish to give utterance 








Den 
m 
bet 
hat 
on 
ow 
ice 
nd- 
ant 
un- 
3 of 
hat 
ate 
ect; 
‘ish 
bill 
oor 
| 
few 
l or 
am- 
ope 
pon 
nci- 
ce? 
» re- 
per- 
das 
1 so 
cla- 
lan, 
ec of 
ast. 
d as 
rder 
n of 
olu- 
om- 
ites. 
list- 
d to 
npt, 
y in- 
the 
1ink 
vhat 
) to- 
had 
isre- 
-ad- 
lone 
and 
sare 
ded. 
Ma- 
Lirl 
aun 
vent 
rty, 
arts. 
‘ont; 
gave 
‘ican 
ter a 
ents 
acts? 
asa 
nan, 
ov- 
Did 
end- 
sug- 
that 
| de- 
ance 


ator 


bjec- 
) oak 


i 
i 





1862 
. 
the Senator from Massachusetts who J believe to | 
be a frank, a candid, and an honest man, although | 
governed by considerations that do not govern me, | 
when Jefferson Davis, when Iverson, when Wig- 
fall, and those men laid out the Union in state, who | 
was it that rose and indignantly uttered a word of 
condemnation in reference to their sentiments? | 
Wasit the representatives from Massachusetts, or 
was it the representatives from the border States? 
One of the humblest, one of the youngest members | 
upon this floor I say to you and I say to the 
country thaton the day that Mr. Buchanan sent his | 
message tothe Senate, when those gentlemen pro- 
claimed themselves in favor of a dissolution of the 
Union, at the heel of the day’s session getting the 
floor, | proclaimed that my noble State, little and 
humble as she was, was the first to give her pledge 
to this Union, and under any and all circumstances 
she would be the last to abandon it. The position | 
that I took then I maintain now. But, sir, your | 
legislation is driving from you—bear that in mind 
—the warmest friends you ever had. Carry out 
your poliey of emancipation, undertake by a sim- 
ple act to free the slaves throughout this country, 
and what will you do? 

Mr. FOSTER. Will the Senator from Dela- 
ware pardon me one moment for a question? I 
can assure him that he does great injustice to the 
feeling on this side of the Chamber, in supposing | 
that there is any hostility to the border States. | 
would ask him in that connection—not to allude | 
of course to the proceedings of the other House, | 
for that is not parliamentary—whether he has not 
heard that a Representative of his own State, a | 
Representative of the whole State, voted for the 
pone which he condemns, when it was | 
»vefore him as a legislator? 

Mr.SAULSBURY. [thank the gentleman for | 
the inquiry, because it gives me occasion to ex- 
press my views on a matter which I otherwise | 
should not have touched. When I speak to the 
honorable Senator from Connecticut, I speak to a 
gentleman fof whom | have the most profound 
respect,a gentleman in whose patriotism and judg- 
ment and abilities and honesty of heart I have 
great confidence. But, sir, 1 still say that our 
voice has been unheeded, our counsel has been 
spurned; you have dared by your legislation to | 
ignore the counsels of the Senator whose vacant 
seat is before me—vacant not from choice but 
from indisposition—the seat of a man who for 
twenty-five years has reflected honor upon his 
country in its council chambers. I refer to Mr. 
Pearce, of Maryland. 

Gentlemen, you have done all this, and you now 
propose to pass this bill. In boyhood, around 
the knee of my father, | learned to revere your 
Constitution and your Union. I have never felt | 
any other sentiment than that of respect and rever- 
ence for the Constitution and the Union, but I tell 
you honestly that if you pass this bill you sound 
the death knell of the American Union. 

The honorable Senator from Connecticut says 
that the Representative from my own State in the 
House of Representatives voted for the abolition 
of slavery in the District of Columbia, and for the 
resolution relative to emancipation in the border | 
States. | 

| 
| 





Mr. FOSTER. I meant not to make the asser- 


tion, but toask the question whether that was the 
fact. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. It is so, sir. I do not 
mean to reflect upon that gentleman; I do not 
mean to say one unkind word in regard to him. | 
In our personal intercourse and private friendship, 
many acts have passed between us that | cher- 
ish, and I never intend in a political controversy 
to do aught or say aught that is unkind person- | 
ally. But I take leave to say that any mun—I do | 
not assert that he is a member of the House of | 
Representatives—is mistaken who presumes to | 
declare that the people of the State of Delaware 
aperets your policy of the emancipation of the 
slaves in this District, and the President’s recom- 
maendation offering us aid if we initiate emanci- 
pation in the border States. . Such a policy advo- 
cated by any man in Congress, or outside of 
Congress, will meet with the stern rebuke of the 
free voters of the State of Delaware. You have 
secu the last Republican you will ever see, you 
have seen the last representative ofan opposiiion 
party to the Democracy of the country, either in 
that House or in this, from Delaware, after any 
such vote shall have been given by one who 
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claims torepresenther, Sir, we intend to go be- 
fore the people of that litile, feeble, but gallant 
and noble State, and we will take issue with you 
upon these questions; and hereafter no voice of 
hers in either House of Congress, will be raised 
in your day or mine, sir, that dares to advocate 
such a policy. 1 know that in these days, when 


there is a triumphant majofity, when you think 
| you have everything your own way, it is very 


easy to imagine that you are going to carry out 
your policy everywhere; but you are mistaken. 

Mr. President, I venture to make a prediction. 
I am neither a prophet nor the son of a prophet; 
and yet I once did prophesy, and | think my 
prophecy is being fulfilled. Some fifteen months 
ago upon this floor I made the prophecy that if 
any Gibbon should hereafter write the decline 
and fall of the American Republic, he would date 
that decline and fall from the rejection by the 
Congress of the United States of the propositions 
submitted by the late Senator from Kentucky, 
{[Mr. Crirrenpen.}] I think that prophecy is 
being fulfilled. Upon the strength of that proph- 
ecy, and let me say upon the fact that it has 
been so far fulfilled, I now venture to make an- 
other. Pass your emancipation bills; you think 
you are freeing the slaves, and if you will take 
them after you free them to your northern States 
among yourselves, you will do something more 
than I anticipate; but you are passing resolutions 
and laws to ne them from coming among you. 
My prophecy is, that in 1870, let this war term- 
inate as it may, whether you conquer the se- 
ceded States or not, if local State governments 
are preserved in this country, there will then be 
more slaves in the United States than there were 
in 1860. Why dol say so? My friend the hon- 
orable gentleman from Vermont said the other 
day we might as well tell the truth when we talk 
together. [Lam going to tell the truth, and say 
what | mean. 
the slaves. You will not have them among you. 
You leave them where they are. 

Then, what is to be the result? I presume that 
local State governments will be preserved. Ifthey 
are, if the people have a right to make their own 
laws, and to govern themselves—and I presume 


that even my friend from Massachusetts will not | 


object to that—they will not only reénslave every 
person that you attempt to set free, but they will 
reénslave the whole race. 1 donot mean to sug- 
gest a thing that I will not favor; I take all the 
responsibility of the utterance in my own person. 
I say to you, sir, and | say to the country, that 
if you send five thousand slaves into the State of 
Delaware—we have gotabout two thousand slaves 
now, and we have about twenty thousand free ne- 
groes—if you send five thousand more of that 
class of people among us, contrary to our law, 
contrary to our will, | avow upon the floor of the 
American Senate that I will go before my people 
for enslaving the whole race, because I say that 
this country is the white man’s country. God, 
nature, everything has made a distinction between 
the white man and the negro, and by your legis- 
lation you cannot bring up the filthy negro to the 
elevation of the white man, if you try to put him 
upon that platform. I never had an ancestor that 
was not a slaveholder, as far as they have ever 
existed in this country; and I never had an ances- 
tor that would hold aslave for life, but always set 
him free at twenty-one years of age; but I say to 
you, sir, [Mr. Hate in the ghair,] honestly to 
you, whose voice has been potential in the coun- 
cils of the nation in behalf of what you call free- 


dom,and to you, gentlemen of the dominant party, | 


who govern the legislation of the hour, that we 
mean that the United States of America, from the 
northern lakes to the southern Gulf, from the At- 
lantic on the one side to the Pacific on the other, 
shall Be the white man’s homes. and not only the 
white man’s home, but the white man shall gov- 
ern, and the nigger never shall be his equal. 
[Applause in the galleries. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There must be 
order in the galleries. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. 
can adopt shall prevent that irrevocable decree of 
God and nature, the supremacy of the white man 
in the United States of America. What care l, 





By your acts you attempt to free | 








No legislation that you | 


gentlemen, whether you pass this bill or not? I | 


do not care a fig. Why dol not? My State is 
not interested in the subject of slavery. IL said | 
did not care whether you pass itor net. [do eare. 
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I do not care in one aspect; the aspect most dear 
to you—the setting negroes free; but I do care 
in one aspect of this case. I have never, so help 
me God, seen the day that I wanted either the 
arms or the counsels of rebellion to prevail in this 
country. I recollect in my schoolboy days read- 
ing the Farewell Address of George Washington 
where he warns against these things. Sir, it has 
been the masterpiece of written advice, which I 
have studied ever sinee. Two years ago, in my 
ylace in the Senate of the United States, when 
Mr. Davis, now the president of what they call 
the southern confederacy at Richmond, oifered 
his resolutions, I raised a humble and ineffectual 
voice against them—not that I dissented from the 
principles, but simply because I wanted to keep 
out sectional and party strife. In every vote I 
have given and every act I have done, I have tried 
to observe the same principle. I thought, sir, if 
we could livea harmonious people united together, 
we should not only be the greatest, but the hap- 
yiest people on earth, In my humble place here, 
have tried by every vote I have given and every 
act | have done, to preserve the unity of our Gov- 
ernment, that unity being based upon the Consti- 
tution which our fathers made, There are other 
genluemen here who have done the same thing; 
yet they have been suspected, and I have been 
suspected, of being disloyal. By whom? Lettruth 
be spoken though the heavens fall. By whom? 
By men who, from 1820 to this present hour, have 
been agitating the slavery question. I heard the 
Senator from Massachusetts say yesterday that 
sluvery was the cause of the rebellion, and while 
slavery existed, the sentiment was, [ suppose, that 
treason mustexist. In his impassioned declama- 
tion against what he considers the favorite insti- 
tution of the Soutl’, he could not find aught of 
condemnation except as against slavery. 

Mr. President, when I was a boy, among the 
first things that I read in the proceedings of Con- 
gress were the utterances of your (Mr. Hare in 
the chair] potential voice. And for what? Not 
for the extension of slavery, for then nobody pro- 
posed to extend it; but you were opposing the 
extension of slavery and the existence of slavery 
when nobody proposed to extend it, and nobody 


| proposed to do aught except to observe the con- 


stitutional guarantees which our fathers made in 
reference to the subject of slavery. 

Again, sir, when the proposition was made to 
annex Texas, who was it that said a word upon 
the subject of slavery? Did the friends of slavery 
ask that slavery should be carried into Texas? 
No, sir; but the proposition was made to exclude 
it from Texas. And if I could see my friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ener in his seat, I should 
like to say a word to him. He expatiated a little 
on the barbarities of slavery, and its being the 
cause of this war. I think one of the first polit- 
ical speeches that I ever attempted before my peo- 
ple ina humble way was upon something that was 
called the ** Wilmot proviso.”” What was the 


| ** Wilmot proviso?’’ Was it a proposition to ex- 


| tend slavery into the Territories? No, sir. When 





nobody asked to carry slavery into the Territories, 
it was a proposition by the same honorable Sen- 
ator to exclude it, and to exclude it from territory 
into which it never could be carried. Why was 
the proposition made? For political agitation; for 
the success of party; for the triumph of party, 
and nothing else. 

Again, gentlemen, let me tell you that during 
the present session of Congress | have sat here, 
I have listened very frequently, | have listened 
most patiently, although [ have felt a little sensi- 


| tive upon the subject, and | have heard gentlemen 


|| of the dominant party denounce every man that 


voted for John C. Breckinridge as a disloyal man. 
lam one of those men who think that a gentle- 
man will be a gentleman under all circumstances, 
that personalities ought always to be avoided. I 
never indulge in them if I know myself; | cer- 
tainly never wish to do so. But nam fo that 
every man who voted for John C. Breckinridge is 
a disloyal man, and they wrap the American flag 
around their holy persons because they voted for 
‘Abraham Lincoln, and thank God that they are 
not as other men are, or even as these poor rebels 
who voted for John C. Breckinridge! I should 
know how to answer any such remark as that if 
it were made to me personally. | do not take 
personal offense at it simply for the reason that 
it is not addressed to me personally. Whenever 
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it is, I shall have but one reply tomake—that man 
either lies oris without the re sponsibility ofa man. 
sut, sir, let me tell you what you and your 
party have done in voting for Abraham Lincoln. 
You have laid down a platform aggressive upon 


the Constitution of your country. You have 


avowed principles contrary to the fundamental | 


I do | 


law of the land; you still advocate them. 
not say you are dishonest in advocating them. 1 
give you credit for sincerity. We have met them, 
and warred against them just as honestly as you 
have combated for them. I think that your ar- 
guments, your declarations, your assertions, as 
to what you meant to do if you got the reins of 
power, have done more to dissolve this Union 
than anything else. ‘The Senator from Vermont 
says, let us tell the truth, Let us tell it, sir. You 
have given Jefferson Davis and his men the only 
capital they had. They proclaimed that if you 
gotinto power you meant to do certain things. 
You denied it. Upon your accession to power, 
contrary tomy honest judgment, contrary to my 
wish, they retired from this Chamber, they left 


| 





your halls of legislation, and they undertook to | 
set up a miserable flag, upon which were the bars | 


and stripes, instead of the stars and stripes. 

Mr. President, let men say what they please, 
let them impute what they please, I never intend 
to live under the bars and stripes. 
live cither under the stars and stripes or under 
some foreign flag. I opposed them then. I was 
denounced by some of them as a very good south- 
ern abolitionist. [In council l warred against them, 
when | was invited to theircouncil. Against their 
action I have uniformly warred, and T intend to 
war; but, sir, | ask you, do not dissipate the 
dreams of my childhood; do not tell ine that the 
leason I learned around the patriotic hearthstone 


[ intend to | 


is a delusion and a lie; do not tell me that when | 


I heard my father and my kinsfolks talk of this 
as the greatest, the freest, and the happiest nation 
on earth, they were mistaken. Sir, by your le- 


gisiation you are teaching every man in the bor- | 


der States to think that you are prosecuting the 
war, not for what they cherish and for what they 
can honestly fight this battle, the preservation of 
the Union and the Constitution of the country, 
but for another object—universal emancipation; 
for which, if you are honest men, you cannot 
prosecute ita single hour or a single day justly, 
yut must bring down upon your heads not only 
the anathemas of the present, but the execration 
of the future. 

Here is my friend from Kentucky, [Mr. Davis,] 
who differs very widely from me, so far as De- 
mocracy is concerned; but I believe he has a com- 
mon purpose at heart with me—the integrity of 
the Union and the preservation of the Constitu- 
tion. Do not tell us that you deluded and de- 
ceived us in the promises you made when you 
declared that you would not interfere with our 
domestic institutions, that you meant only this 
war for the preservation of the Union and the 
Constitution, Fight the battles that you are fight- 
ing for the preservation of the Union formed by 
our fathers, upon the only proper basis of a Union 
of free men, of equal States, bor the perpetuation 
of the Constitution which our fathers formed, and 
we will go as far as he who goes furthest; but tell 
us that, by some insidious trick, by some legisla- 
tive device, you mean to render it an occasion to 
destroy the freedom of the legislation and the in- 
dependence of the States, that you mean to as- 
sume to yourselves what your fathers and ours 
never meant you to have—the right to regulate 


our domestic institutions; and while we will never | 


raise a hand against the old flag, even though it 
be borne by what we consider disunion hands in 
the North, we can only stand by and look on. 
Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. I hope the 
vote will be takea on my motion to proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. It is 
very important to have a brief executive session. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Before that motion is put, 
I desire to present, with a view to have it printed, 
what I will offer as a substitute for the feat sec- 
tion of the original bill as it is now pending. The 
original bill was amended, on the motion of the 


2 





Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Saerman,] by limiting | 


theconfiscation to classes of persons. 
ment has not.been printed in the bill, and 1 think 
the language of it is a litle awkward. There 
have been a great many criticisms on the first sec- 
tion of the bill. Gentleman have thought proper 


hatamend- | 





to understand it differently from what I intended; | 
and in order to make it more clear, not alter its | 
legal effect, as it was intended by me at any rate, || 
at the proper time I will offer what I now present i 
as a substitute for the first section; making it, I | 
trust, more clear to some of those gentlemen who | 
have made objectionsgo it, which I think it is not 
obnoxious to. I simply ask that this amendment 
may be printed. 
The proposed amendment was received inform- 
ally, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I hope the other pending 
amendment will also be printed at the same time. 
The PRESIDINGOFFPICER. To what amend- 
ment does the Senator refer? 
Mr. ANTHONY. The amendment of the | 
Senator from Massachusetts. 
printed, 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CHANDLER. [ask the consent of the 
Senate to take up a bill reported this morning 
from the Committee on Commerce. Since it was 
reported, | have received a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, which I will send to the 
desk, and ask to have read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts insist upon his motion? 
The motion of the Senator from Michigan is not 
in order. There is a bill before the Senate not 
disposed of. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Before passing from the 
printing question, | wish to state that the Senator 
from Vermont suggests to me that he would like 
to see the first section of this bill as it has been 
amended in print. I move that the bill as it has 
been amended be printed. Then Senators will 
see exactly how it stands at the present time. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr.CHANDLER. I will state that the House 
of Representatives have passed to-day the iden- 
tical bill to which I alluded, and itis very import- 
ant that it should be acted on promptly. The 
Committee on Commerce recommend an amend- 
ment which I shall offer if the bill be taken up. I 
move now to take up the House bill to amend the 
act of July last, in relation to the collection of 
duties on imports. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is 
not in order. There is a bill before the Senate at 
this moment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. I can say 
to the Senator from Michigan, that I understand 
there will be objection to the bill alluded to by 
him. I must therefore insist on my motion. 

Mr. CLARK. I desire to submit an amend- 
ment, which I shall propose to the substitute of 
the Senator from Vermont, and I move that it be 
printed. 

The proposed amendment was received, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. Itisof very 
great importance that we have a brief executive 
session to-day. I therefore insist on the motion 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and after some time 
spent in executive session, the doors were re- 
opened, and the Senate adjourned. 


I move that it be 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
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The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 


ow Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srocxron. 
he Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to report frora the Committee on Commerce 
a bill supplementary to an act approved the 13th 
of July, 1861, entitled ** An act for the collection 
of duties on imports, and for other parposes,”’ 

There was no objection; and the bill was re- 
ceived, and read a first and second time. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. It is important that 
this bill should be passed at once, as will be seen 
by the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


Treascry DeparTMENT, -fpril 39, 1862. 
Srr: The possession of New Orleans makes early action 
on the bill herewith transmitted highly important to the pub- 
lie interest. It is a copy, with some modifications, of the 
bill sent to the committee a few days since. 


May 2, 


May [ ask for it the earliest convenient consideration of 

your committee and of the House? 
With great respect, 

Hon. E. B. Wasusourne, 

Chairman Committee on Commerce. 


8S. P. CHASE. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE moved to reconsider the 
vete by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. GRANGER, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that they had examined and 
found truly enrolled a bill (S. No. 124) relating 
to highways in the county of Washington and 
District of Columbia; when the Speaker signed 
the same. 


NEW MEMBER OF A COMMITTEE. 


The SPEAKER announced that he had ap- 
pointed Mr. Brair, of Pennsylvania, to fill the 
vacancy in the Committee on Territories, caused 
by the resignation of Mr. Battery, of Massachu- 
setts. 


HORACE M. HEISKELL. 


Mr. VERREE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Horace M. 
Heiskell, a paymaster in the United States Navy; 
which was read a first and second time, ordered 
to be engrossed, and read a third time; and being 
engrossed it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. ELY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged 
question. When the vote was taken in this House 
on the bill emancipating slaves in the District of 
Columbia, I was absent from my seat in conse- 
quence of illness. If I had been present | would 
have voted in the affirmative. I now record my 
vote in the affirmative. 


S. L. PHELPS, ETC. 
Mr. SEDGWICK, from the Committee on 


Naval Affairs, made adverse reports in the fol- 
lowing cases; which were laid upon the table, and 
ordered to be printed: 

Petition of S. L. Phelps, lieutenant United States 
Navy; 

Petition of W. T. Smithson, assignee of W. 
B. Drafer, for compensation for services rendered 
the United States with the Japan expedition; and 

Petition of T. A. Craven, commander United 
States Navy, for compensation for extra ser- 
vices. 

On motion of Mr. SEDGWICK, it was or- 
dered that the Committee on Naval Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the fol- 
lowing cases, and that they be laid upon the table: 

Resolution of the House in relation to the es- 
tablishment of a navy-yard and naval depot at 
Cape Girardeau, Missouri; 

A communication in relation to the signal ser- 
vice; and 

Resolution of the House in reference to the ne- 
cessity of repealing the eighth section of the act 
of Congress to further promote the efficiency of 
the Navy, approved December 21, 1861. 


STEAM LINE FROM CALIFORNIA TO CHINA. 


On motion of Mr. SEDGWICK,, it was ordered 
that the Committee on Naval Affairs be discharged 
from the further consideration of a memorial of 
the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, Cal- 
ifornia, relative to the establishment of a steam 
line from that city to China; and that the same 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


COLONEL JOSEPH PADDOCK, ETC. 


Mr. FENTON, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported bills of the following titles; which were 
severally read a first and second time, referred to 
a Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
-Calendar, and, with the accompanying reports, 
ordered to be printed: 

A bill for the relief of Colonel Joseph Paddock; 
and 

A bill for the relief of the assistant surgeons, 
medical cadets, sisters of ety ae servants, 
sufferers by the burning of the Washington In- 


firmary on the night of the 3d of November, 1861. 
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SYLVESTER COOKS. 


Mr. FENTON, from the same committee, re- | 
ported back Senate bill (No. 177) for the relief of |) 


Sylvester Cooks, with the recommendation that 


it do pass; which was ordered to be read a third | 


time; and it was accordingly read the third time, | 


and passed. 

Mr. FENTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM SAWYER. 
Mr. EDGERTON, from the Committee on Pri- 


vate Land Claims, made an adverse report on the 
petition of William Sawyerand others, and moved 
that it be laid upon the table. , 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope that that case will be 
referred to the Committee of Claims, instead of 
being laid upon the table. . 

The motion to lay upon the table was disagreed 
to, and the case was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. STEVENS, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the year ending 


the 30th of June, 1863; which was read a first | 


and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 


MRS. FRANCES ANN McCAULEY. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. Speaker, the other | 


day [ reported from the Committee on Foreign 


Affairs a bill for the relief of Mrs. Frances Ann | 


McGauley, and as the bill contained an appro- 
riation, it was referred to a Committee of the 
hole House on the Private Calendar. I now 
ask that, by unanimous consent, the committee 
be discharged from the further consideration of 
that bill, and that it be put on its passage at this 
time. 
Mr. PORTER objected. 
ROBERT B. BRADFORD. 

Mr. McK NIGHT, from the Committee on For- 
éign Affairs, reported back House bill (No. 367) 
for the relief of Robert B. Bradford, with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass; which was referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. MAYNARD moved that when the House 
adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JEREMIAH PENDERGAST, ETC. 


Mr. CUTLER, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made adverse reports in the following 
cases; which were laid upon the table, and ordered 
to be printed: 

Petition of Jeremiah Pendergast for increase of 
pension; 

Petition of Andulotia Pier; and 

Petition of John Lane. 


ANDREW TEMPLETON. 

Mr. CUTLER, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill granting an invalid pension to An- 
drew Templeton; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

RUFUS L. HARVEY. 

Mr. ELY, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported a bill granting an invalid pension 
to Rufus L. Harvey; which was read a first and 
second time, referred toa Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

“CHARLES GOODSPEED, ETC. 

Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

sions, made adverse reports in the following cases; 


which were laid upon the table, and ordered to be 
printed: 


Petition of Charles Goodspeed; and 
Petition of Samuel Goodrich. 
VINCENNES LAND OFFICE. 


Mr. JULIAN. I was absent when the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands was called, and ask unan- 
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| mous consent to report a bill for the relief of the 





| to a Committee of the Whole House, and ordered | 





| hundred dollars, and the whole matter, according 


| Committee on Patents a bill for the relief of 


| missioner of Patents to rehear and determine, as | 


| in such form as to incase a wire or wires, or other 


| that in deciding upon the case, the Commissioner, 


register of the land office at Vincennes, Indiana, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. F. A. CONKLING. Does that bill make || 
an appropriation? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have the bill | 
read, as he does not know. 
The bill was read, | 

| 


Mr. F. A. CONKLING. I must object to its 
being reported. 
Mr. JULIAN. It involves only two or three | 


to the bill, is to be referred to the Secretary of the | 
Interior. | 
Mr. F. A. CONKLING. I should, in aay | 
event, vote against the bill if it were put upon its | 
passage. I can never vote for a bill so indefinite 
In its provisions, and I must object to its being || 
reported. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL AT TAMPICO. 


Mr. COX, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill increasing temporarily the | 
salary of the United States consul at Tampico; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 


to be printed. 
GEORGE B. SIMPSON. 
Mr. NOBLE. I wish to report back from the 


George B. Simpson, and ask to put it upon its | 
assage. 


The bill, which was read, authorizes the Com- | 








in his discretion and judgment shall be required | 
by the justice of the case, the application of George | 
B. Simpson for letters patent for a certain inven- | 
tion claimed by him for the construction of what | 
he denominates a submarine telegraphic cable, by 
the combination of gutta percha and metallic wire, 


conductors of electricity, within the non-conduct- 
ing substance gutta percha; and whatever shall 
be required by justice and right in the applica- | 
tion shall be granted by the Commissioner, the 
same as if the application had never been hereto- 
fore heard or decided; and that the hearing and 
final determination of the application shall be con- 
ducted and determined, in all other respects, in 
conformity to the laws in force governing like 
cases. 

Mr. NOBLE. I willstate that for this improve- 


ment there has never been any patent granted; | 


in the first place, decided against the application 
upon the ground that it was not patentable. In 
so doing, it is conceded now by the officers that 
such decision was a mistake; and I say that inas- 
much as there never has been a patent granted for 
this improvement, it is due to the inventor that | 

this case should be again heard, and if he is enti- 
tled toa patent that it should now be granted, not- | 
withstanding the first hearing of the case. 
Mr. OLIN. It will be seen in a moment, if the | 
House will listen, that this application is one of 
very great significance and importance. The in- 
vention sought to be put within the control of this 
man, if he be the original inventor, has long since || 
gone into general yse all over the country, and if | 
we were now to subject the contrivance to a pat- | 
ent right, it would be of the greatest importance. | 
} 


Before I would consent to do that, I would desire 

to be furnished, not only with the evidence that | 
this man is the original inventor, and that the in- 
vention was decided not to be patentable, but I 
would desire further that there should be no other 
objection to the granting of a patent of that de- 
scription to the applicant who now asks the inter- 
vention of Congress to secure him a right which 
is of very great importance, and which affects the | 
interests of the whole country. I would like to 
hear, and I think the House ought to hear, before 
they authorize the Commissioner of Patents to 
rehear this case and issue a patent of this descrip- 
tion, all the facts of the case. They ought to know 
when this application was made, what were the | 
objections to it, and whether it was conceded that 
he was the original inventor of arranging these 
telegraphic wires in the mode described in the ap- 
plication. I trust the House will not, without a 
moment’s reflection, without a moment’s consid- 
eration, pass a measure of so great importance as | 
this, affecting the interest of the whole country. || 
Every submarine telegraphic cable is now pre- | 
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pared precisely in this way, and it would give a 

bat whole business to this individ- 
ual, who seems now, whatever his original equities 
may have been, to have lost the right to control 
and monopolize the business. 

The invention has already passed into the com- 
mon mechanical contrivances of every telegraphic 
wire submerged under water throughout the 
whole country. Now, I think the House should 


pause, or, at least, that they should consider care- . 


et all the circumstances attending the merits 
of this application, and that they should consider 
gravely whether they will, at this late day, after 
this thing has come into common use, as much so 
as table spoons, pass a law to invest any man 
with a mondpoly of that business in this country. 
I am, therefore, opposed to putting this bill upon 
its passage. It may have merits, but I should 
like to understand the whole case before I am 
called upon to vote upon so grave a matter as this, 

Mr. NOBLE. It is not proposed by this bill 
to grant to the applicant a patent right; it is sim- 
ply proposed that his application therefor may be 
reheard by the Commissioner of Patents—the 

roper tribunal to hear such applications—and if 
it is right that the applicant should have a patent, 
then, and in that case, and in that case only, shall 
a patent be granted. 

Mr. OLIN. Allow me to ask the gentleman a 
question. Does the gentleman mean by that, sim- 
ply if it shall appear upon examination that the 
applicant was the original inventor of this con- 
trivance, he shall have a patent, notwithstanding 
this article has gone into common use throughout 
the country, and has been in public and unre- 
strained use for years? Does the gentleman mean 
that all those obstacles which would prevent the 


| granting of a patent under ordinary circumstances 


shall be discarded and rejected, and that the ap- 
plicant shall have a patent, if he can satisfy the 
Commissioner that he was in fact the original in- 


|| ventor, and that all other objections shall be 


waived? 
Mr. NOBLE. I will answer the inquiry of the 
gentleman by stating that the laws upon the sub- 


|| ject will not prevent any objections being made 


before that tribunal that are competent to be made 
atany time. They can always be offered in evi- 
dence against the issuing of a patent, and it is 
proposed now by this bill, simply to give the ap- 


| plicant a rehearing of his application, and not to 


prevent the urging of any objection whatever 
aguinst the issuing of a patent and against the 


right. 


Now, if itis true that the applicant is not the 


| original inventor, that would be a proper subject to 


be urged against the application before the Com- 


|| missioner. If it is true that he has abandoned the 
|| application, that, too, is a question to be decided 


by that tribunal. If it is true that by neglect, or 
any other means, he has abandoned his claim to 
the patent, that is a proper subject to be inves- 
tigated by the Commissioner, and decided upon 
according to the right and justice of the case. ‘The 
porpese of the bill is that the question of right 
shall be transferred to the proper tribunal. 

Mr. OLIN. Will the gentleman accépt a bill 
providing that the Commissioner shall rehear the 
application, and decide it ae to the estab- 
lished rules of law and practice of the Commis- 
sioner of Patents? 

Mr. NOBLE. Those are the express words of 
the provisions of my bill. 

Mr. OLIN. Oh, no. 

Mr. NOBLE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. OLIN. Not by any manner of means. 

Mr. NOBLE. IfI can be furnished with a copy 
of the bill, I can show in a moment that it is so. 

Mr. OLIN. I will read a portion of the bill. 
It says: 

That the Commissioner of Patents be, and he is hereby, 
autherized to rehear and determine, as in his discretion 
and judgment shall be required by the justice of the case, 
the application of George B. Simpson for letters patent for 
acertaininvention; * * * *  andwhatever 
shall be required by justice and right in the application, 
shall be granted by the said Commissioner the same as if 
said application had never been heretofore heard or decided. 


Mr. NOBLE. The gentleman does not read 


‘the whole bill. 


Mr. OLIN. I have read sufficient to show the 
principle upon which the Commissioner is to de- 
cide the case. My friend is a lawyer, and he will 
see that this bill expressly invests the Commis- 
sioner of Patents with the power to rehear and 
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decide this case according to what he thinks is + ents to grant such renewal or extension or with- 


just, 
in other words, it invests him with entire and 
inlimited discretion to decide this case as he sees 
ipon the rehearing. What I desire is that the 
gentleman shall consent to take a bill which shall 


suthorize the Commussioner of Patents to rehear 
ind decide this case according to the rules of law 
8 iblished in the Patent Office. 


\ir. NOBLE. | am perfectly willing to do that, 

Mr. OLIN. If the gentleman will modify this | 
bill accordingly | shall have no objection. 

Mr. NOBLE. The bill does that already; but | 
if there is any doubt about it, I will make the mod- 
ification. Let me read the second section of the 


. ti 
bill to show that I am right: 1] 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the hearing and 
final determination of the said application shall be con- 
ducted and determined, in all other respects, in conformity 
tothe laws in force governing like cases. 

ut 1 will modify the bill by inserting after the | 
word ‘justice’? in the first section, the words | 
‘*and law of the case.” 
| 


MESSAGE FROM TIE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, by Mr. Nicotay, 
his Private Secretary, informed the House that 
the President had approved and signed a bill for 
the relief of Francis Hiittmann. 


Mr. NOBLE. I will modify my amendment | 
so as to put itin bettershape. I move to insert, 
after the word * by,’’ the words ‘‘ law and;’’ so 
that it will read, ** be required by law and the jus- 
tice of the case.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. OLIN, And now I would like the gentle- 
man to inserta pehewns saving the right of all 
persons engaged in the manufacture of the article. 

Mr. NOBLE. That is saved by the law of the 
case, unless they have violated the rights of the 
inventor. 


Mr. OLIN. 





Sut he has not got any rights. 
Mr. NOBLE. If his application was on file? 
Mr. OLIN. His application has been made 

and denied, and the community are engaged in 

the manufacture of the article. You do not pro- | 
pose to have the patent right granted to take effect 
so as to render all the men now engaged in the 
manufacture of the article liable to prosecution 
for infringing the patent. Just modify your bill 

80 as to protect their rights. | 
Mr. NOBLE. There can have been no infringe- 

ment of the patent up to this time, surely; and if || 

there has been any infringement since the appli- 
cation has been made, then they should be liable. 

Mr. OLIN. Why, certainly not. Your appli- 
cation has been made and denied, and of course 
nobody ought, by an act of Congress reviving the 
application, to be subjected to penalties if your || 
application is subsequently granted, 

Mr. NOBLE. 1 do not think the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman is right, and I will not 
offer it myself, and I hope it will not be adopted. || 
But, rather than run the risk of the defeat of the 
bill for want of this proposition being made, I will 
yield to the gentleman to offer the amendment. 

Mr. OLIN. I move to add at the end of the | 
first section the following proviso: 

Provided, however, That this application shall not affect 


any existing right or interest in the manufacture of the 
article sought to be patented. 


| 
The amendment was agreed to. | 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr, NOBLE moved to reconsider the vote by | 
which the bill was passed; and also moved tolay || 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN GOULDING. | 
| 
j 





Mr. RICE, of Maine, from the Committee on 
Patents, reported back, with an amendment in the |) 
nature of a substitute, the bill of the House (No. | 
329) for the relief of John Goulding. 

‘The substitute was read. It authorizes John 
Goulding to apply to the Commissioner of Pat- 


j 
j 
i 
| 
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hold the same under existing laws, in the same 
manner as if the application had been seasonably 
made, provided that such renewal or extension 
shall not have the effect or be construed to restrain 
yersons who may be using the machinery invented 
~ said Goulding at the time of the renewal and 
extension from continuing the use of the same, 
nor to subject them to any claim for damages for 
having so used the same. 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. I willstate to the House 


that this inventor obtained a patent for machinery | 


| for the manufacture of wool and other fibrous sub- 


| Commissioner. 


stances, but having met with great opposition and 
litigation, he did not realize any profit from the 


GLOBE. 


invention. He wrotea letter to the Commissioner | 


of Patents, asking at what time he should apply 
for an extension. The Commissioner replied t 

he might apply any time before the expiration of 
the letters patent. The inventor, being misled 
by that answer, did not apply until a few days 
before the expiration of the letters patent, when 
the Commissioner informed him that it was too 


lat | 


late. This bill simply proposes to give him the | 


right to correct the mistake committed by the 
It saves the rights of all those 
who have used this machinery, or who have it in 


| use, and only applies to those who may manufac- 


| ture this machinery for future use. 
GEORGE B. SIMPSON——AGAIN. 1 





| Just and proper. 
| of the Interior to adjust the accounts of John | 


ents for a renewal and extension for the term of || 


seven years from the time of such renewal, of the 
letters patent heretofore granted to him for his 
improvements in machinery for the manufacture 
of wool and other fibrous substances; and it au- 
thorizes and empowers the Commissioner of Pat- 











1 


Goulding has been an inventor all his days, and 
has met with the uswal fate of inventors. He is 
now very poor,and a very worthy man. He only 
asks that the case may go back to the Commis- 


| sioner under the law. The bill is very carefully 


guarded, and merely gives the inventor the same 
rights which he would have had had he not been 
misled by the action of the Commissioner. I move 
the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. Ri E, of Maine, moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


VINCENNES LAND OFFICE——AGAIN. 


Mr. JULIAN. IL againask unanithous consent 
to report from the Committee on Public Lands, 


with a view to put upon its passage, a bill for the || 


relief of the register of the land office at Vin- 
cennes, Indiana, and for other purposes. 

Mr. F. A. CONKLING. Lobjected to this bill 
this morning. I now withdraw the objection. 

There being no objection, the report was re- 
ceived. The bill directs the Secretary of the In- 
terior to make such allowance for office rent during 
the temporary continuance of the land office at 


| Vincennes, Indiana, as may, in his opinion, be 


It also authorizes the Secretary 


Moore, postmaster at Vincennes, Indiana, and 
allow him at the usual rates for such services, and 
compensation for the custody of the books, papers, 
&c., of the land office during the time the same 
were in his charge under instructions from the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, the 
allowance to be paid out of the appropriation for 
incidental expenses of land offices; provided the 
total sum paid under the bill shall not exceed $500. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. JULIAN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PENSION BILL. 


Mr. FENTON. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House that my friend from Maine [Mr. 
Goopwiy] may report back from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions the bill giving pensions to 
the officers and soldiers of the Army who are dis- 
abled in the service, and the widows and children 


This Mr. | 


of those who have died in the service, and that | 


the House shall take it up at this time. The bill | 


has been well considered by the committee, and 
has been matured after full and free conference 
with the Commissioner of Pensions and the Secre- 


j 
1 
| 
' 
| 
‘ 


|| however, that if suc 





tary of the Interior. I have no idea that it will 
_ meet with a single objection in the House. 

There being no objection, Mr. Goopwin, from 
the Committee on Lnvalid Pensions, reported back 
bill of the House No. 438, to grant pensions. 

The bill was read. It provides that if any offi- 
| cer, non-commissioned officer, musician, or pri- 
vate of the Army, including regulars, volunteers, 
and militia, or any officer, non-commissioned offi- 
cer, musician, seaman, ordinary seaman, flotilla- 
man, marine, clerk, landsman, pilot, or other per- 
son in the Navy or Marine Corps, has been, since 
the 4th of March, 186], or shall hereafter be, dis- 
abled by reason of any wound received or disease 
contracted while in the service of the United States, 
and in the line of duty, he shall, upon making due 
proof of the fact aceording to such forms and reg- 
ulations as are or may be provided by or in pur- 
suance of law, be placed upon the list of invalid 
pensions of the United States, and be entitled to 
receive, for the highest rate of disability, such 
pension as is provided in such cases, and for an 
inferior disability an amount proportionate to the 
highest disability, to commence as provided, and 
continue during the existence of such disability. 
The pension for a total disability for officers, non- 
commissioned officers, musicians, and privates 
employed in the military service of the United 
States, whether regulars, volunteers, or militia, 
and in the Marine Corps, shall be as follows: 
lieutenant colonel, and all officers of a higher 
rank, thirty dollars per month; major, twenty-five 
dollars per month; captain, twenty dollars per 
month; first lieutenant, seventeen doHars per 
month; second lieutenant, fifteen dollars per 
month ;and non-commissioned officers, musicians, 
and privates, eight dollars permonth. The persion 
for total disability for officers, non-commissioned 
officers, and others employed in the naval service 
of the United States, shall be as follows: captain, 
commander, lieutenant-commanding, and master- 
commanding, thirty dollars per month; lieutenant, 
chief engineer, surgeon, and passed assistant sur- 
geon, twenty-five dollars per month; professor of 
mathematics, assistant surgeon, chaplain, pay- 
master, and master, twenty dollars per month; 
| first assistant engineers, pilots, and assistant pay 
masters, fifteen dollars per month; teacher, school- 
master, passed midshipman, midshipman, cap- 
tain’s and paymaster’s clerk, second and third 
assistant engineer, master’s mate, and all warrant 
officers, ten dollars per month; all other petty of- 
ficers, and all other persons before named employed 
in the naval service, eight dollars per month; and 
all commissioned officers, of either service, shall 
receive such and only such pension as is herein 
provided for the rank in which they hold commis- 
sions. 

The second section provides that if any officer 
or other person named in the first section of this 
act has died since the 4th day of March, 186], or 
shall hereafter die, by reason of any wound re- 
ceived or disease contracted while in the service 
of the United States, and in the line of duty, his 
widow, or, if there be no widow, his child or chil- 
dren under eighteen years of age, shall be entitled 
to receive the same pension as the husband or 
father would have been entitled to had he been 
totally disabled, to commence from the death of 
the husband or father, and to continue to the 
widow during her widowhood, or to the child or 
children until they severally attain to the age of 
eighteen years, and no longer. 

The third section provides that where any offi- 
cer or other person named in the first section of 
this act shall have died subsequently to the 4th 
| day of March, 1861, or shall Svoaher die, by 
reason of any wound received or disease contracted 
while in the service of the United States, and in 
the line of duty, and has not left or shall not leave 
a widow or legitimate child, but has left or shall 
leave a mother who is a widow and who was de- 
pendent upon him for support, in whole or in part, 
the mother shall be entitled to receive the same 

nsion as such officer or other person would have 

ecn entitled to had he been totally disabled; which 
pension shall commence from the death of the offi- 
cer or other person dying as aforesaid; provided, 
mother shall herself be in 
receipt of a pension as a widow, in virtue of the 
provisions of the second section of this act, in that 
| case no pension or allowance shall be granted to 

her on account of her son, unless she gives up the 
| other pension or allowance; and provided, fur- 
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ther, that the pension given to a mother on ac- | 
countof her son shall terminate on her remarriage; | 
and provided, further, that nothing in the act shall | 
be so construed as to entitle the mother of an offi- 
cer or other person dying, as aforesaid, to more 
than one pension at the same time under its pro- 
visions. 

The fourth section provides that where any offi- 
cer or other person named in the first section of 
this act shall have died subsequently to the 4th 
day of March, 1861, or shall sennher die, by 
rcason ofany wound received or disease contracted 
while in the service of the United States, and in 
the line of duty, and has not left or shall not leave 
a widow, or legitimate child, or mother, but has 
left or may leave an orphan sister or sisters, un- 
der eighteen years of age, who were dependent 
upon him for support, in whole or in part, such 
sister or sisters shall be entitled to receive the same 
yension as such officer or other person would have 
Co entitled to had he been totally disabled; 
which pension to said orphan shall commence 
from the death of the officer or other person dying 
as aforesaid, and shall continue to the said orphans 
until they severally arrive at the age of eighteen 
years, and no longer. 

The fifth section provides that the widow of 
any volunteer who shall hereafter be killed or die 
of wounds received or disease contracted while in 
the military service of the United States during 

' 
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the present rebellion, and before receiving the 
bounty herein provided for, and if no widow, the 
minor child or children, if any there be, and if no 
minor child or children, then the mother, and if 
no mother, then the father, of such deceased sol- 
dier, shall receive, in addition to all arrears of pay 
and allowances, the bounty of $100, authorized 
by the sixth section of an act entitled * Anactto | 
authorize the employment of volunteers to aid in 
enforcing the laws and protecting public proper- 
erty,”’ eager July 22, 1861, and such bount 
shall, in the order above named, be paid to na 
heirs only of said deceased. And no moneys 
shall be paid to such or to any heirs of any le 
ceased soldier on account of bounty, back pay, 
or pension, who have in any way been engaged | 
in or who have aided or abetted the existing re- | 
bellion in the United States; butthe right of such | 
disloyal heir or heirs of such soldier shall be 
vested in the loyal heir or heirs of the deceased, 
if any there be, in the order above named. 

The sixth section provides that pensions which 
may be granted, in pursuance of the provisions 
of this act, to persons who may have been, or 
shall be, employed in the military or naval service 
of the United States, shall commence on the day | 
of the discharge of such persons in all cases in | 
which the application for such pensions is filed | 
within one year after the date of said discharge ; | 
and in cases in which the applieation is not filed | 
during said year, pensions granted to persons 
employed as aforesaid shall commence on the day 
of the filing of the application. 

The other sections provide the details for car- | 
rying out the provisions of the bill. | 





Mr. GOODWIN. Mr. Speaker, the bill under 
consideration has been carefully prepared and con- 
sidered by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 
and has been reported in accordance with the 
unanimous vote of that committee. It has been | 
submitted to the Commissioner of Pensions and 
has received his approval. I move to amend the | 
fourth section by adding merely what was acci- | 
dentally omitted. It is to add the following pro- | 
vision: 

Provided however, Thatnothing herein shall be construed | 
so as to entitle said orphans to more than one pension at | 
the same time under the provisions of this act. 

There being no objection, the amendment was | 
received, and agreed to. 
Mr. GOODWIN. I suppose that this bill will | 
not give rise to any discussion, and I propose to | 
move the previous question. 

Mr. FENTON, Will the gentleman give way 
to me one moment? 

Mr. GOODWIN. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. FENTON. I wish to offeran amendment 
as an additional section to the bill. 

_ TheSPEAKER. Itcan only be done by unan- 
imous consent. 

There being no objection, the following amend- 
ment as an additional section was received and 
agreed to, namely: . 
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the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized to make, or || 
cause to be made, a revision of such of the pension laws of | | 
the United States as he may deem necessary and proper to 
be made. 

Mr. WOOD, by unanimous consent, offered 
the following amendment; which was agreed to: 


Section three, strike out the words “ who is a widow, and” | 
so that it will read: “but has left or shall leave a mother | 
who was dependent upon him for support.” 


Mr. GOODWIN. I now move the previous 
question. 

Mr. F. A. CONKLING. I ask the gentleman 
to withdraw the previous question. 

Mr. GOODWIN. I think I must insist on it. 

Mr. ODELL. I hope the gentlenman will yield. 
I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr.GOODWIN. The bill has been well con- 
sidered, and I hope it will be put upon its passage. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I do not want to offeran 
amendment, | merely wish to suggest one point. | 

The SPEAKER. No debate is in order unless 
the demand for the previous question be with- 
drawn. 

The demand for the previous question was not 
withdrawn. 

The question was taken, and the previous ques- | 
tion was not seconded. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The provision is made 
in the second section that in case an officer dies 
by reason of any wound, &c., his widow, or if 
there be no widow, his child or children shall be 
entitled to a pension, and itis provided in another 
section that if the widow shall marry, she forfeits 
the pension. There is no provision, however, by 
which, in that case, the pension is secured to the 
children till they become eighteen years of age. 
This is, I think, an omission. 

Mr. GOODWIN. Theconstruction which the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania desires is put at 
present by the Pension department on similar 
language used in the present law. That language 
has been adopted from acts now in force. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that he move an amendment 
by striking out the word ‘‘or,’’ in the eleventh 
line, and inserting in lieu the words “ and in case 
of remarriage.” 

Mr. McPHERSON. Let the gentleman offer 
that amendment himself. 


| 
The SPEAKER. No amendment is in order, 








except by upanimous consent of the House. 
Mr. WASHBURNE. 

ments. 
Mr. ODELL. 
ing amendment: 
Section five, line eight, add: “if no widow, minor child, 1 
mother or father, then the brothers and sisters under eigh- | 
| 


I object to all amend- 


1 ask leave to offer the follow- 


teen years of age.”’ 
The SPEAKER. No amendment is in order, 
except by unanimous consent. 
Objection was made. 
Mr.OLIN. Mr.Speaker,I was about to sug- 
est to the House that the consideration of this 
ill be deferred for three or four days. I suppose 
that there isa necessity for acting on this measure 
within a very short period of time. 
country desires that; but I think, also, that the 
House has not read, and is not acquainted with, 
the provisions of this bill to the extent that would 
enable it to act understandingly on the bill. Lam 
quite sure that I have not read it myself. I have 
only listened to it as it was casually read by the 
Clerk at the desk, and I would hazard nothing in 
saying that not one member out of ten has read | 
the bill through. Now, in a measure of so grave 
importance as this bill is, involving a policy which 
commits the country to the payment of so large a 
sum of money, | think the House ought to con- 
sider it understandingly, and act on it in full view | 





suggest ‘Tuesday or Wednesday of the coming 
weeks—say Tuesday—that this bill shall be taken 
up and acted on definitely by the House. 

Mr. FENTON. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for a moment? 
Mr. OLIN. Oh, yes; I will yield to any mem- 
ber of the committee. | 

Mr. FENTON. 1 am not a member of the | 
Committee on Invalid Pensions; but I have met | 
with that committee, or some of its members, | 
two or three times for the purpose of aiding them, | 
if L could, in perfecting this measure. I know that 
the Commissioner of Pensions has been also with | 
the committee, and after mature deliberation and | 


| provisions, 


| 
1 think the | 


| 
|| 
} 
} 
of the responsibilities which it involves. 1 would | 
| 
i| 


-the subject with as little delay as 
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this bill, which I think is very perfect in all its 
Itis very important that it should be 
passed without unnecessary delay. I am not dis- 
posed, myself, to press it on the immediute consid- 
eration of the House. Twoor three days will of 
course be given to it, if deemed proper by the 
majority, or should the committee who have this 
bill in charge indicate a desire for its postpone- 
ment. But I doask that the House shall not delay 
many days this measure of justice to the soldiers, 
and the widows and children of those who die in 
the service. It will be seen by the decision of the 
Attorney General, recently reported to Congress, 
that there is no law by which those who are now 
in the volunteer service can be pensioned except 
the law of 1802, which is very inadequate in its 
provisions. Neither is there any law by which 
the widows and children of those who fall in the 
defense of the country may be pensioned. This 
bill is intended to remedy the difficulties and 
defects of the present law, and I believe that it has 
been as well considered, and is as perfect in all its 
provisions, as it is likely to be made in the 
House, after elaborate discussion, and the various 
propositions for amendment which gentlemen 
may have to offer. I leave the question of post- 
ponement, however, with others. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I have coéperated with 
my friend from New York [Mr. Fenton] intry- 
ing to get this bill before the House at an aahe 
period; but I am surprised in seeing that the rates 
of pension are not so high as I desired. For in- 
stance, the pension toa lieutenant colonel is thirty 
dollars per motith, toa major twenty-five dollars, 
and to a captain twenty dollars. Ido not think 
that these rates are high enough, and I desire to 
see them increased. 

Mr. GOODWIN. L only wish to remark that 
the rates fixed for pensions of the Army are pre- 
cisely the same as those now fixed by law. Itis 
estimated that under these rates the pensions, sup- 

osing this war to continue for two years, would 
e between five and six millions perannum. I 
am inclined to think it will be nearer ten millions. 
With these facts before us, 1 do not think it 


| would be advisable to raise the rates of pensions 


and impose upon the country, already sufficiently 
burdened, additional liabilities. 

. Mr.OLIN. Now, Mr. Speaker, Ido not by 
any means rise to move to postpone this bill, be- 
cause I am opposed to it asa whole, or to any, 
feature of it. But what I do object to is, that, in 


| a matter of so great moment as this bill is, the 
| House should take it upon the suggestion of any 


one member of the House that, in his judgment, 
it is just as perfect a bill as can be drawn. I do 
not know but it is so; but I certainly object to the 
House passing a measure of this importance upon 
the mere statement of any member or any com- 
mittee that, in their judgment, it is a good bill. 

One gentleman states that he is not a member 
of the committee which reported this bill, but that 
he consulted with the committee in relation to it. 
Now, | believe this bill was only placed on the 
files of the House this morning; and, of course, 
no member of the House, unless he is a member 
of the committee, or has been in consultation with 
them, or with the Commissioner of Pensions, has 
read the bill through. I think it does not reflect 
credit upon the legislation of the House, when they 
propose a bill that will involve upon the country 
a cost of many millions of dollars a year, with- 
outa member of the House, outside the commit- 
tee that reported it, understanding what are its 
provisions, or being able to give it any consider- 
ation. So far as lam concerned, 1 have never 
asked, and never will ask, the House to pass any 
bill upon my certificate, or the certificate of any 
committee of which I am a member, that, in their 
judgment, it is a wise measure, and may safely 
be passed without consideration. 

Now, | venture to say that there is notamember 
of this committee who can tell within $10,000,000 
how much will be involved by the passage of the. 
bill. 1 am by no means disposed to oppose such 
a bill properly considered. 1 understand that it 
is desirable that some action shall be taken upon 
ssible, and I 
am willing, therefore, that it shall be Bortponed 
to the earliest day which will give the House an 
opportunity of examining it. 

ir. WOOD. I will state that the committee 
have met some thirty times for the consideration 


Sec. 13. Andbe it further enacted, Thatthe Seeretaryof || considerable time spent, they have brought forth || of this bill. 





1928 


Mr. OLIN. I have no doubt of it; and it is a | 
gor d committe e, too, I presume. 


oo 


Mr. WOOD. The bill has been drawn at the 
suggestion of the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. OLIN. What does he knew about it more | 
than the members of the House? 

Mr. WOOD. I suppose the Commissioner of | 


Pensions has more experience in these matters | 
than most of the members of the House, and for 
myself lam generally willing to be controlled in 
these matters by those whose experience enables | 
them better to judge of what is required. 

Mr. ELY. I suggest to the gentleman that the 
bill be postponed until Tuesday next, and made a | 
special order. | 

Mr. OLIN. 
make. Will not that be satisfactory to the gen- 
tleman from Maine? 

Mr. GOODWIN. I will not object, if it can be 
made a special order. There is a pressing neces- 
sity for immediate action upon the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was post- | 


poned until Tuesday next, and made a special || 


order. 
ROBERT F. WINSLOW. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. Lask the consent of the House 
to allow my colleague [Mr. Ricnarpson] to pre- 
sent the bill (H.R. No. 379) for the relief of Rob- | 
ert f'. Winslow. This is a very meritorious case. 
This is private bill day, and as I understand the 
Commitiee of Elections intend to occupy a por- 
tion of the day, | hope it will be taken up and 
passed, 


That is the motion I intended to || 





Mr. HOLMAN. I object to the consideration 
of any private bill. 


TAXATION. 
Mr. HOOPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to 
resent two remonstrances, numerously signed 


»y the most important business houses in the city 
of Boston, members of the Board of Trade and 
others, against adopting the system of taxation 
recommended by the governments of the Boards 
of Trade in Boston and New York, which these 
intelligent and respectable remonstrants say will 
be destructive to the interests of a large portion 
of the mercantile community, and liable to dimin- 
ish sensibly the revenue contemplated to be raised 
by taxation, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must present 
his memorials under the rule at the Clerk’s desk. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union on the special order. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I move to postpone the spe- 
cial order unti! Monday next. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not know how the 
gentieman gets the floor to make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania having made his motion, which is not 
debatable, could not hold the floor, and the gen- 
tleman from Illinois had the right therefore to be 
recognized to make any motion which is in order. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. This is private bill day and 
we have not had a single day this session, so far, 
in the consideration of private bills. I hope we 
shall go into committee to-day and take up the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. McK NIGHT. I move to amend the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois, so as to post- 
pone the Pacific railroad bill until the third Mon- 
day in December next. I do not think the House 
is in any temper to pass that bill now. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will not object to the 
postponement of the special order until Monday 
if there is a general desire to take up the Private 
Calendar. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. That is all I desire. 


CALIFORNIA ELECTION, 


Mr. DAWES. I desire, if the 
Pennsylvania will give way for that purpose, to 
eall up the case of F. F. Lowe, claiming a seat as 
a member of the House from California. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. [hope the gentleman will not 
insist on that. Let us have one private bill day. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not desire to press upon 
the House the consideration of this case against 
the wish of members. The party in the case is 
very anxious that it shall be taken up and dis- 
posed of to-day, and | desire to take it up to-day, 


ntleman from 
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unless the House will feel that itis crowding upon 
good nature. 

Mr. OLIN. Let me appeal to the gentleman | 
from Massachusetts to waive that question for the 
day, as we have not had the Private. Calendar | 


_under consideration any day during the present | 


| Private Calendar, I certainly shall not object. 


|| House. 


session, and that he will call up his case on any | 
other day as early as he may desire. | 

Mr. DAWES. I suppose I have called it up, | 
and it is now within the control of the majority of 


the House. If the House prefers to go to the 





Mr. LOVEJOY. If it be in order, then I will 
move to postpone this election case, with a view 
of going into a Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes it is in 
order to move to go into committee. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I will then move that the 
House resolve itself into «» Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I desire, if it is 
in order, to move to recommit this Pacific railroad 
bill back to the special committee on that subject. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know 
how that can be done. The bill is not before the 
Whenever it is before the House it will 
be in order to move to recommit it. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I do not know 
myself that the motion isin order. I inquired 
for information. 


REBEL BARBARITIES. 


Mr. CLARK. I rise to a privileged question. 
I desire to submit a report from the Committee on 
Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Printing 





| have the right to report at any time when there is 


| no business before the House. 


The Chair does 


_not think, however, the gentleman can submit 
| his report at this time except by unanimous con- 
| sent. 


| 








} 
| 


Mr. CLARK. I ask the consent of the House 


to report the following resolution: 
Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the mem- 


| bers of the House fifty thousand copies of the report of the 


joint committee on the conduct of the war, submitted to the 


| Senate on the 30th of April last, in response to the resolu- 
| tion of the Senate directing the committee to collect evi- 
| dence in regard to the barbarous treatment of the rebels at 


Manassas of the remains of officers and soldiers of the Uni- 
ted States killed in battle there. - 


Mr. CRISFIELD. I object. 
PRIVATE CALENDAR. 
Mr. LOVEJOY. LIask now for a vote upon 
oor to go into committee. 
he motion was agreed to. 
So the rules were suspended; and the House 
resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole 


| House, and proceeded to the consideration of the 


Private Calendar. 

This being objection day, the bills on the Pri- 
vate Calendar were taken up in their order and 
read; and those to which no objection was made 
were, without debate, laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that they do 
pass. 

JOHN SKIRVING. 


A bill (C. C. No. 18) for the relief of John 
Skirving. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to John Skirving $1,142 in full for his services 
in making designs, drawings, working drawings, 
and measurements, in and about the public build- 
ings in the city of Washington, and other ex- 
penses attending the same, under the direction of 
the Commissioner of Public Buildings, from 1842 
to 1852, inclusive. 

Mr. FENTON. I hope that there will be no 
objection to passing over for the present these re- 
ports from the Court of Claims, in order that we 
may proceed with the consideration of the reports 
of the committees of the House. I presume that 
very few of the members have prepared them- 
selves by reading the decisions of the Court of 
Claims, whereas they have looked at many of the 
cases reported from committees of this House. | 
move that the committee informally pass over the 
reports from the Court of Claims. 

Mr. BIDDLE. I will not object if the as 
bill be excepted from the gentleman’s motion. It 
a for the payment of asmall amount. It 

as d the Senate, the Court of Claims, and 
the Committee of Claims of this House, and its 
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merits are known to many of my colleagues. 
There can be no just objection to the bill, and I 
hope it will be laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

Mr. FENTON. I am willing to except that 
case from the operation of my motion. 

Mr. BIDDLE. Then let the bill for the relief 
of John Skirving be passed. 

Mr. F. A. CONKLING. 
that case? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is, but it is very 
voluminous. ; 

Mr. BIDDLE. The case is a just one. 

The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. FENTON. I now move that the Court of 
Claims reports be informally passed over. 

There was no objection; and the motion was 
agreed to. 





Is there a report in 


GEORGE W. SAMSON. 


A bill (H. R. No. 162) for the relief of George 
W.Samson. [Objected to by Mr. Cox.] 


JOHN McLAUGHLIN. 


A bill (H. R. No. 163) for the benefit of the 
heirs and legal representatives of John McLaugh- 
lin. 

The bill provides that so much of what is known 
as the Oregon City claim, in the State of Oregon, 
as was not confirmed to private claimants under 
John McLaughlin by the eleventh section of an 
act to create the office of surveyor general of pub- 
lic lands in my and to provide for their sur- 
vey, —e ptember 27, 1850, be confirmed 
to the legal representatives of John McLaughlin 
according to the provisions of his will, and that 
so much of the eleventh section as conflicts with 
this act be repealed; provided this act shall not be 
so construed as to divest any legal title acquired 
by the State of Oregon by virtue of any valid ac- 
ceptance or application of the lands set apart in the 
eleventh section for the endowment of a univer- 
sity; and further, that the legal representatives of 
John McLaughlin shall be entitled to a patent, 
and the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
is directed to issue the same to them, for the land 
confirmed, in conformity to the provisions of this 
act. 

Mr. F. A. CONKLING. 
in this case? ' 

Mr. NOELL. There is not. This bill only 
grants to the heirs and legal representatives of John 
McLaughlin the same rights which were granted 
to other settlers. 

Mr. F. A. CONKLING. Are there any rival 
claimants? 

Mr. NOELL. Thereare none, and if there are 
— are provided for in the bill. 

he bill was laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ISRAEL FRISBIE. 


A bill (H.R. No. 166) for the relief of the sur- 
viving children of Israel Frisbie, a revolutionary 
soldier. [Objected to by Mr. F. A. Conxuine.] 

JOSEPH B. EATON. 

A bill (H. R. No. 194) for the relief of Joseph 
B. Eaton. 

The bill directs the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Joseph 
B. Eaton, assignee of Moses Carson, the sum of 

653, for twenty-five horses and saddles and three 
»0xes of percussion caps, furnished by Moses 
Carson to Colonel Frémont’s battalion of mounted 
volunteers on the 30th and 31st of October, 1846. 

It appears from the report of the committee that 
Mr. Eaton claims payment for twenty-five horses, 
one saddle, and a small lot of percussion caps, 

urchased of Moses Carson by Lieutenant J. W. 

evere, of the United States Navy, for the use of 
the mounted volunteers commanded by Lieutenant 
Colonel John C, Frémont, in California, during 
the war with Mexico, in October, 1846, for which 
Lieutenant Revere gave his due bill, amounting 
to $653, to Carson, and which was transferred to 
the petitioner by Carson in the regular course of 
mercantile transactions in California. 

The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ROBERT BRENT. 


A bill (H. R. No. 195) for the reciprocal ex- 
tinguishment of certain claims between the Uni- 


Is there any report 
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ted States and the representatives of Robert Brent, } 


deceased. > i: 
The bill directs the Solicitor of the Treasury to 


discontinue and to cause to be entered satisfied all | 


suits and proceedings upon the claim of the Uni- | 


ted States against the representatives of Robert 


Brent, late Paymaster General of the United States || 


Army, and against the representatives of Robert 
Y. Brent, his executor; such discontinuance and 
acknowledgment of satisfaction to be in full of all 
claims on the part of Robert Brent, or his rep- 
resentatives in his right, against the United States. 

It appears from the report of the committee 
that in the settlement of the accounts of the late 
Robert Brent, as paymaster and Paymaster Gen- 
eral of the Army, from 1808 to 1829, of great dis- 
bursements amounting to $40,386,967 55, a bal- 
ance of $20,004 94 principal, with interest thereon, 
is claimed as due from his estate to the United 
States, for which proceedings were instituted in the 
courts of the United States, many years ago,and 
are still undetermined. And the memorialists pray 
that these proceedings may be discontinued in 


consideration of the just and equitable claims, | 


which they pray Congress to allow as set-off, of 
the estate against the United States. That, be- 


tween the years 1808 and 1816, the office of Robert | 


Brent was changed into that of Paymaster General, 
and a large addition made to the Army, by reason 
of the war with Great Britain, whereby greatly 


increased duties and responsibilities were imposed | 


upon him without any corresponding increase of 
compensation, not only in the payment of the reg- 
ular Army, butin the disbursements of great sums 
in the payment of the militia and volunteers. In 
addition to which was imposed on him the paying 
the half-pay pensioners, from all of which his suc- 
cessors, though receiving much larger compensa- 
tion, have been exempted. 

Mr. OLIN. The report in this case was unan- 
imously made from the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
of adollar. Itonly puts an end toa lawsuit which 


has been pending between the heirs of Robert | 


Brent and the United States for upwards of forty 
years, and has embarrassed a piece of property 
which would have been owned by a couple of 
young girls, one of whom has recently deceased. 
hope this bill will be laid aside to be reported to 
the House, so that this lawsuit may be disposed of. 
The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


FREDERICK F. BROSE. 


A bill (H. R. No. 218) for the relief of the legal 
repreencesa of Frederick F. Brose, deceased. 
he bill directs the Treasurer to pay out of the 
Treasury to the legal representatives of Frederick 
F.. Brose, an amount of money equal to the reg- 
ular pay of a lieutenant in the Navy from the 13th 
of October, 1853, to the 22d of April, 1854, after 
deducting therefrom the amount paid to him as 
midshipman during that period. 

It appears from the report of the committee that 
Passed Midshipman Frederick F. Brose, while 
on board the United States frigate Savannah, by 
order of Commander Samuel Mercer, performed 
the duties of lieutenant, there being no lieutenant 
on board the vessel; that he performed the duties 
from the 13th of October, 1853, to the 22d of April, 
1854; and the commander certifies that he per- 
formed the duties to his entire satisfaction. 

The bill was laid aside, to be reported te the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ARCHIBALD C. CRARY. 


A bill (H. R. No. 229) for the relief of Archi- 
bald C. Crary, heir-at-law of Colonel Archibald 
Crary, and pay for services of Colonel Crary, de- 
ceased. [Objected to by Mr. F. A. Conx.ine.]} 


FREDERICK VINCENT. 


A bill (H. R. No. 239) for the relief of Fred- 
erick Vincent, administrator of James Le Caze, 
surviving partner of Le Caze & Mallet. [Objected 
to by Mr. F. A. Conxuine.] 

MAJOR JOHN RIPLEY. 


A bill (H. R. No. 264) for the relief of the 


Cont ajor John Ripley. [Objected to by Mr. 
Ox. 


BRIGADIER GENERAL JOSEPH G. TOTTEN. 


A bill (H. R..No. 272) for the relief of Brigadier 
General oat G. Totten. ” 


The bill does not involve the payment || 








The bill directs that there be paid to Brigadier | 
General Joseph G. Totten, out of any morey in | 


| the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, $200, in 





full for so much advanced by Totten for the ben- 
efit of the United States in the purchase of certain 
land of William Aspinwall, for fortifications on 
Staten Island, in the harbor of New York. 

It appears from the report of the committee 
that a conditional verbal agreement was made by 
the proper authorities of the United States in 1854 
with William Aspinwall for the purchase of addi- 
tional land for fortifications on Staten Island, at 
the Narrows of New York harbor, for $42,300; 
that while the agreement was waiting the sanction 
of Congress, Mr. Aspinwall, as he was leaving 


| the country for Europe, executed a deed to the 
| United States for the same, which deed he left \| 


with his agent to be delivered whenever the pur- 
chase money should be paid by the United States. 


| From inadvertence or inaccurate memory, the 


price to be paid was therein stated to be $42,500, 
instead of $42,300. While Mr. Aspinwall was 
absent from the country in 1857, a special appro- 
priation of $42,300 was made for the purchase of 
the property in question. General Totten was, at 


the time the appropriation was made, at the head || 


of the engineer department. Lieutenant Gillmore 
was the officer in charge of the disbursements for 


| the particular branch of service for which the 


money was appropriated. The sum appropriated 
being $200 short of the consideration named in 
the deed, the property could not be secured with- 
out the advance, from some other source than the 
appropriation, of that sum. General Totten had 
been urgently pressing the purchase of the prop- 
erty in question for years, and deeming the ac- 
ulsition of it as of vast importance to the United 
Faceed. and that no further time ought to be lost, 
he directed Lieutenant Gillmore to pay the addi- 
tional $200 out of the fund in his hands appropri- 
ated for ** contingencies of fortifications.’? Upon 
the settlement of Lieutenant Gillmore’s accounts, 
the accounting officer at first refused to allow this 
item, there being no law authorizing the expend- 
iture. Upon evidence, however, that the $200 
was paid by order of the commanding officer, the 
modified their decision so as to correspond wit 
Army Regulations, (paragraph nine hundred,) 
whieh provides that the subordinate, under such 
circumstances, shall have credit, and the sum so 
credited ‘* shall be charged to the officer who or- 
dered”’ the expenditure, and allowed the credit to 
Lieutenant Gillmore, and debited it to the account 
of General Totten, who thereupon paid the same 
into the Treasury. 
The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that itdo pass. 


THOMAS FORSTER. 


A bill (H. R. No. 273) for the relief of Taomas 
Forster. 

The bill directs that there be paid to Thomas 
Forster, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, $2,250, for services in 
taking care of the public property at Dunkirk har- 
bor, in New York, for three years and one 
month, namely, from December 1, 1856, to De- 
cember 31, 1859, both days inclusive, at two dol- 
lars per day. 

It appears from the report that the petitioner 
performed services as custodian of the public 
property belonging to Dunkirk harbor improve- 
ment, New York, from December 1, 1856, to De- 
cember 31, 1859, both inclusive, being eleven hun- 
dred and twenty-six days. For this service Mr. 
Forster charges two dollars per day, and Lieu- 
tenant Colonel Graham certifies ‘‘ that the rate of 
compensation charged, and the time to which Mr. 
Forster was last paid, namely, until December 1, 
1856, are in accordance with Colonel William 
Turnbull’s official report, dated Oswego, Decem- 
ber 16, 1856,’’ at which time Colonel Turnbull 
was relieved by Colonel Graham. 

The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ISRAEL FRISBIE—-AGAIN. 


Mr. DUELL. My colleague withdraws his 
objection to House bill No. 166, for the relief of 
the surviving children of Israel Frisbie, a revo- 
lutionary soldier, and I ask that it be again taken 
up. 
"There was no objection. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
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| to pay tothe surviving children of Israel Frisbie, 
| late a soldier in General Wooster’s regiment, the 


|| pension due his widow, Esther Frisbie, deceased, 
|| for the term of five years, under the act of June 


7, 1838, amounting to $480. 
It appears from papers presented that Israel 


|| Frisbie enlisted in the spring of 1775 as a private 


in a company commanded by Captain Phineas 
Porter, belonging to General W ooster’s regiment, 
at Waterbury, Connecticut, and served for eight 
months, and until he was honorably discharged; 
that in the spring of 1776 he again enlisted as a 
orivate in a company commanded by Captain 
vohn Lewis, belonging to Colonel Tein regi- 
ment, at Waterbury, and served for eight months, 
and until he was honorably discharged in Decem- 
ber, 1776. It also appears that he served at dif- 
ferent periods during the war of the Revolution 
after December, 1776, but the length of time is 
not proved. It is also shown that he married 
Esther Frisbie—then Esther Tyler—in February, 
1793, and that they had several children, and that 
they lived together until the 8th of February, 1825, 
when Israel Frisbie died at Spafford, Onondaga 
county, New York; that Esther Frisbie remained 
his widow up to the time of her death, which 
occurred June 16, 1842. 

Mr. DUELL. My friend from Ohio, [Mr.Taim- 
BLE] says he is disposed to object to all these eld 
claims. This is notan old claim. Itis a claim 
for a pension due to a widow of a revolutionary 
soldier under the act of 1838, and it is nota claim 
which has been here upon the Calendar year after 
year. This is the first time it has been presented 
to this body for adjudication. I therefore ask the 
gentleman from Ohio to withdraw his objection, 
[t is a claim for only in 

Mr. TRIMBLE. Upon the assurance of the 
| gentleman that this is the first time this bill has 
been presented, I will withdraw the objection. 

No further objection being made, the bill was 
laid aside, to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


MAJOR JOHN RIPLEY—AGAIN. 


Mr. LOOMIS. I ask the unanimous consent 
| of the Committee to go back and take up bill No. 
| 264, for the relief of the heirs of Major John Rip- 
ley. I understand the gentleman from Ohio is 
ready to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. COX. I withdraw my objection, if the 
report shall be read. 








he report was read. 


Mr. F. A. CONKLING objected. 
B. Y. SUBLLEY. 


A bill (H. R. No. 274) to pay B. Y. Shelley 
for his claim and improvements taken from him 
by the Omaha reservation in the Territory of Ne- 
braska. 

The bill, which was read, appropriates out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to Benneville Y. Shelley, $1,315, in full 
for all claims against the Government of the Uni- 
ted States for his ‘*claim”’ and improvements 
thereon, which were taken from him by the Uni- 
ted States for the Omaha reservation, in Nebraska 
Territory, in 1855. 

The report was read; and no objection being 
made, the bill was laid aside, to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it be 
passed. 

RESERVATION OF THE WINNEBAGOES, 


A bill (1. R. No. 275) for the relief of pre- 
emptors on the home reservation of the Winne- 
bagoes in the Blue Earth region, in the State of 
Minnesota. 

The bill was read. : 

Mr. F. A. CONKLING. I would inquire of 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
what number of settlers are referred to in the first 
section of the bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Some forty or fifty. Lhope 
there will be no objection to the passage of this 
bill. It does not propose to appropriate a single 
cent. It merely proposes to investigate the claims 
of these parties. 

Mr. F. A. CONKLING. Let the report be 


read. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no report. 

Mr. F. A. CONKLING, Then I object to the 
bill. I do it with extreme reluctance. I have 
examined section two of the bill since the gentle- 
man from Minnesota stated that the bill made no 
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appropriation, and I must say that I cannot con- 


sirue the billas he does. Therefore I object, 

Mr. ALDRICH, .I regret extremely that the 
bull dog of the Treasury should object to having 
these claims inquired into, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I object to the bill myself. 


ELIZABETIL ODELL AND OTIIERS. 


A bill (H. R. No. 276) for the relief of Eliza- | 
beth Odell, Mary Woodbury, and others, half- 
breed women of the Sioux tribe of Indians. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object to the consideration | 
of any private bill. 

Mr. DELANO. I understand there is a per- 
manent objection to all private bills, and it is use- 
less to go any further. I move that the commit- 
tee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 


So the committee rose; and the Speaker having || 


resumed the chair, Mr. Dawes reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House had had under | 
consideration the Private Calendar, and had di- 
rected him to report sundry bills to the House 
with a recommendation that they be passed. 

Mr. DAWES. I move the previous question 
upon the passage of the bills. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof, the following bills were passed: 

A bill (C. C. No. 108) for the relief of John 
Skirving; 

A bill( H.R. No. 163) for the benefit of the heirs 
and Jegal representatives of John McLaughlin; | 
A bill (H. R. No. 166) for the relief of the sur- 
viving children of Israel Frisbie, a revolutionary 
soldier; 


| I was taking care of them. 
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to secure myself with a proper voucher, the next | 


day I asked this gentleman to put in writing the 
main points of bis charge against Genera! Smith. 
And I will say here now, Mr. Speaker, that this 
gentleman was vouched for to me by the member 


| from the Geneva district of New York, (Judge 


eens now in his seat, as a man of the 
most respecta 
gentleman from New York to say whether that 
is not so. 

Mr. CHAMBERLIN. The gentleman referred 
to, Mr. Suydam, is a resident of Ontario county, 
aman of standing and character, and I should 


'| fully rely upon all which he might say upon any 


| subject. I have recently seen many of Mr. Suy- 


dam’s neighbors and friends, and they inform me 
that he is a man to be relied upon as a man of 
character and veracity. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I now send to 


| the Clerk’s desk the letter from Mr. Suydam, that 


it may be read. 
The letter was read, as follows: 


Wasuinoton, April 23, 1862. 

Dear Sir: In answer to your inquiry of this morning 
relative tothe conduct of General Smith in the battle ofthe 
16th instant, near Yorktown, I am sorry to have to say that 
[ was an eve-witness of the battle, and that General Smith 
was too much under the influence of liquor to command a 
devoted band of volunteers, he having fallen from his horse 
during the afternoon, which is well known by the sixth and 
third volunteers of Vermont. ‘The fact is, there is no use 
trying to keep it from the men, for they saw it, and the 
wounded in the hospital talked to me during the night, as 
In fact the remark was made 
that he (Smith) should be shot. 

Hoping that justice may be done to General Smith, the 


| volunteers, and the country, I remain, sir, very truly, yours, 


A bill CH. R. No. 194) for the relief of Joseph || 


B. Eaton; 

A bill (H.R. No. 195) for the reciprocal extin- 
eens of certain claims between the United 
States and the representatives of Robert Brent, 
deceased; 


A bill CH. R. No. 218) for the relief of the legal 


representatives of Frederick F. Brose, deceased; || 


H. L. SUYDAM. 
Justin S. Morritz, Esq. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, J will narely 
add one single fact in relation to this matter which 
was given to me orally by Mr. Suydam, but not 


| Stated in the letter, and that is that General Smith, 
| at that time was too drank to sit upon a horse. 


A bill (H. R. No. 272) for the relief of Briga- || 


dier General Joseph G. Totten; 

A bill (H. R. No. 273) for the relief of Thomas 
Forster; and ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 274) to pay B. Y. Shelley for 
his claim and improvements taken from him by 
the Omaha reservation, in the Territory of Ne- 
braska. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, moved to reconsider 
the votes by which the several bills were passed ; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agrecd to. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. For the first 
time in my life, Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask leave 
to make a personal explanation. 

No objection being made, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, said: A few days 
since | offered a resolution, requesting the Presi- 
dent to strike from the rolls of the Army any ofli- 
cer guilty of habitual intoxication. That resolu- 
tion embraces no name, but it pointed so directly 
to an individual thatthe public attention was par- 
ticularly fixed upon him, and it is but just to say 
properly fixed, as I understood at the time. | 
allude to General W. F. Smith. It is proper for 
me to say thatrumor has charged that his confirm- 
ation as brigadier general had been for a long 
time suspended in consequence of charges as to 
his habits in this respect; although I did not know 
personally whether well or ill founded. After the 
conflicton the 16th of April,at Yorktown, wherein 
the Yermont troops were so conspicuously en- | 
gaged, those rumors were more particularly re- | 
vived, and especially in this city. In the course 
ofa — or two a gentleman was introdyced to me 
from New York, by the name of H. L. Suydam, | 
who was present on that occasion upon the battle- | 





| call public attention to the matter. 


| whatever. 


Mr. Speaker, now, so far as | am concerned, I 
do not expect that our officers in the Army are to 
be teetotalers, or that they are to be entirely saints. 
I] will not criticise them for indulging in their 
usual habits. I know that, exposed to all the 
hardships, excitements, and perils of the camp 
and in the field, we ought not to expect that they 
will be better than the average of mankind. But 
upon the information which I received, and as it 
is now before the House, I felt it to be my duty, 
as one of the Representatives of Vermont, to 
I have done 
so, but with no malice against any individual 
And in relation to this gentleman in 
particular, knowing these rumors to exist, I ex- 
erted myself at the ume of the communication said 
to have come from General McClellan asking for 
the confirmation of General Smith as a brigadier 
general, by conferring with some members of the 
Senate, to remove any difficulty that might exist 
in the way of his confirmation. But vouched for, 
as this statement was to me, by a man who was 
introduced to me, as 1 have related, as a gentle- 
man of the highest respectability, L felt it to be 
wy Sey to do no less than what I have done. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to send to the 
Clerk’s desk, to be read, a letter from General 
Smith received since I came into the House this 
morning. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

Camp NEAR YORKTOWN, VIRGINIA, 
April 30, 1862. 

Sir: You have seen fit, in your place in the House of 

Representatives, to utter a foul slander against me. You 


| have offered to the country no evidence in support of your 


naked assertion. You have, so far as I can learn, taken 
no public steps to collect testimony to substantiate your 
charges; and the indignant denials which have gone from 
officers of this division to yourself and colleagues have 
failed to elicit from you an open and frank apology. 

It is now my turn to speak ; and here face to face with a 


| brave foe, I turn back to you, an assassin, and tell you you 


field, standing in the rear of one of the chimneys | 


of a house which had been burned by the rebels | 
a few days previously; and while he stood there, 

as ke informed me orally, General Smith came to | 
him and he had a conversation with him, and he 
was enabled to make observation as to General 
Smith’s condition at that time. I do not think it 
necessary to repeat all the details which made him 
believe, and which made me believe also, that the | 


lj 
| 
} 


must prove your charge against me, or make your retrac- 
tion as public as the libel; and | am certain that through- 
out the fength and breadth of this great land every manly 
heart will say I have demanded no more than Lhavea right 
to compel. WILLIAM F. SMITH, 
Commanding Division in the Army of the Potomac. 

Hon. Justin 8. Morritt, Member of Congress. 

P.S. I shall endeavor to have this letter published where 
ever your slander has been circulated. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Now, Mr. 


Speaker, as it will be seen that this letter is to be 
| published, and probably is already published in 
the papers, waiving all comments upon its charac- 


»le character, and I call upon the | 
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ter, 1 propose to offer the testimony sent to one of 
my colleagues yesterday, and which I saw yes- 
terday for the first time, of the officers of our 
Vermont brigade under the command of General 


| Smith, who flatly contradict the testimony of Mr. 


Suydam, and I do it for the purpose of doing jus- 
tice to the case and to myself. 

Mr. DIVEN. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, 
I desire to ask him a question. - 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Wait until that 
paper is read. 

r. DIVEN. I should rather make it now. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. No doubt other gentle- 
men will be heard upon this question. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I prefer to con- 
clude what I have to say; and I presume the gen- 
tleman from New York will not object to testimony 
furnished in behalf of General Smith. 

Mr. DIVEN. Then I object to having the 
paper read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ver- 
mont has a right to have it read as a part of his 
remarks. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


Camp Winrievp Scott, Viretnta, 
Near YorKTowN, -4pril 26, 1862. 
To the Vermont Congressional Delegation : 

The aindersigned, field officers of the several regiments 
composing the Vermont brigade commanded by Brigadier 
General W. T. H. Brooks, and attached to the division 
commanded by Brigadier General W. F. Smith, having 
noticed in the proceedings in the House of Representatives, 
April 23, that a resolution was passed to this effect: ‘* That 
the President be requested to strike from the rolls the name 
of any officer who has been known to be habitually intox- 
icated by spirituous liquors while in the service ;” and 
knowing from the context of such report of proceedings that 
General W. F. Smith, commanding this division, is the 
officer referred to, beg leave to state that the charge of the 
drunkenness of General W. F. Smith upon the occasion 
— to-in the said report is entirely and unequivocally 

alse. 

We beg leave further to state that the information upon 
which the charge of drunkenness of said officer is based, 
in our opinion, was given by some person or persons who 
were actuated by a willfully malicious and unworthy mo- 
tive, who, to gratify a personal animosity or a selfish ambi- 
tion, have, at the expense of truth, sought to defame the 
character and destroy the good name of one of the bravest 
and most vigilant and skillful generals in the service of the 
United States. 

We beg leave further to state that, in our judgment, the 
confirmation of the appointment of William F. Smith as 
brigadier general of United States forces would be an act 
that is justly his due, and that his services in that capacity 
will greatly aid in the suppression of this rebellion. 

We would further state thatthis memorial has been pre- 
pared and is forwarded to you without the knowledge or 
consent of General Smith, and is but a feeble expression 
of the confidence which we, as subordinate officers in his 
command, entertain towards him, and in whose abilities 
and success we personally and in our official capacity have 
so much at stake. H. A. SMALLEY, 

Colonel Fifth Vermont Volunteers. 
H. N. WORTHEN, 
Lieutenant Colonel Fourth Vermont Regiment. 
J. H. STOUGHTON, 
Colonel Fourth Vermont. 
THOMAS O. SEAVER, 
Major Third Vermont. 
CHAS. B. STOUGHTON, 
Major Fourth Vermont Regiment. 
N. LORD, Jr., 
Colonel Sixth Regiment Vermont Volunteers. 
L. A. GRANT, 
Lieutenant Colonel Fifth Vermont Volunteers. 
B. N. HYDE, 
Colunel Third Vermont Volunteers. 
A. P. BLUNT, 
Lieutenant Colonel Sixth Vermont Volunteers. 

My duties on the afternoon of the fight did not bring me 
within observation of General Smith ; but I am satisficd by 
others that he was not intoxicated. As to the preceding 
statements regarding the prudence, skill, bravery, and con- 
firmation of General Smith, | concur. 

; HENRY WHITING 
Colonel Second Vermont Infantry. 
GEO. J. STANNARD, 
Lieutenant Colonel Second Vermont Regiment. 
C. H. JOYCE, 
Major Second Vermont Volunteers. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, 
desiring to do full and ample justice to all con- 
cerned in this matter, I have felt it to be my duty 
to present these papers to the House, as I have 
done; and I have nothing further to add. 

Mr. BIDDLE. If there is no objection, I would 
like to say a word or two. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BIDDLE. As this explanation hasa little 
the air of a reiteration, so far as that part of it is 
concerned which comes entirely from the gentle- 
man from Vermont, [ would say that a distin- 
guished officer, not of the regular Army but fresh 
from civil life, on the staff of General McClellan, 
a day or two after this statement was made in the 
House, came here and told me that he had been 
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in a position to observe the conduct of General 


Smith during the period when something is sup- 
posed to have occurred to give rise to this asper- 
sion, and that he, from his personal knowledge, 
was able to say that the charge was utterly un- 
founded in fact; that the conduct of General 
Smith, on thatday, was marked by particular zeal 
and intrepidity, and that, in endeavoring to force 
his horse through a bog, where it was difficult 
standing ground, the horse fell, and an accident 
occurred which was misinterpreted by a distant 
observer. 

When the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Vermont came before the House, on the feel- 
ing of the moment I voted against it. I voted 
against it as one of the instances of precipitancy 
through which gallant soldiers in the field may 
have an irreparable injury done to them whic 
can by no subsequent explanation be removed. 
This charge against General Smith has flown far 
and wide on the wings of the telegraph—far wider 
than this tardy explanation will ever follow it. 
Though the name of General Smith was not put 
in that resolution, it was mentioned by the gen- 
tleman from Vermont, or by somebody who, I 
suppose, derived it from him, on the floor of the 
House in sucha way that, in fact, the motion was 
to empower the President to strike the name of 
General Smith from the rolls of the Army. I did 
not see any reason to give the President that right 
in the case of General Smith, or in the case of any 
other officer. I think it is a very dubious ques- 
tion whether the President has the authority in 
any case, although it has sometimes been exer- 
cised, without objection, in very flagrant cases, 
to strike an officer from the rolls without a trial. 
He has a right to arrest him; he can strip him of 
his command; he can dishonor him; but I do not 
see why he should also take away from him the 
hope that at some day, however distant, he may 
have the chance of a fair trial before some compe- 
tent tribunal. I should be sorry to admit that our 
soldiers have forfeited the rights which are guar- 
antied to citizens of the United States, in or out 
of the Army. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania seems to think 
that what I have already said is but a reiteration 
of the charge. I think the House has arrived at 
the conclusion that what I intended to do and have 
done is this, and no more: to give the authority 
upon which I based the resolution. I have made no 
charge, and reiterated no charge. I have merely 
given the authority upon which I introduced the 
resolution. I have also, in exculpation of Gen- 
eral Smith, given the testimony of his entire brig- 
ade, or nearly so, of Vermont officers. I think 
the gentleman will hardly say that that is a reit- 
eration of the charge. It was merely giving the 
evidence pro and con. in the case. 


Mr. BIDDLE. I am very happy to interpret 


it as an entire retraction instead of a reiteration of 


the charge. 


BATTLE OF PITTSBURG LANDING. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. I desire, with the con- 
sent of the House, to say a few words upon a sub- 
ject kindred to the one just touched upon. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Mr. Speaker, I will 
only trouble the House for a few moments, but 
when justice claims to be heard, it is said that a 
nation should be silent. Lamartine, in his cele- 
brated History of the Girondins, speaking of one 
of those incidents so characteristic of the French 
revolution, says: 

“The news ofthe victory of Hondschoote filled Paris 
with joy. But even the joy of the people was cruel. The 
convention re hed as a treason the victory of a victo- 
rious general. Its commissioners to the army of the North, 


Hentz, Peyssard, and Duquesnoy, de Houchard, and 
sent him to the revolutionary tribunal.’ * * * = * 


*¢ The unfortunate Houchard was condemned to death, and 


met his fate with the intrepidity of a soldier and the calm- 
ness of an innocent man.” * * * * “Itwas 


> 
— that even victory was no protection against the scaf- 


_It may be inquired, whether in this rebellion 
history is not repeating itself. I come before the 
House to do a great act of justice to a soldier in the 
field, and to vindicate him from the obloquy and 
misrepresentations so persistently and cruelly 
thrust before the country. I refer toa distin- 

ished general who has recently fought the blood- 
tand hardest battle ever fought on this conti- 
nent, and won one of the most brilliant of victories. 
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I refer to the battle of Pittsburg Landing, and to || command, learning of a movement about being 


Major General Ulysses S. Grant. A native of || 
Ohio, he graduated at West Point, July 1, 1843, |) 
with the brevet rank of second lieutenant, and was || 
appointed second lieutenant, September 30, 1845. 
Though but forty years old, he has been oftener 
under fire and been in more battles than any man 
now living on this continent, excepting that great 
chieftain now reposing on his laurels, and on the 
affections of his countrymen, Lieutenant General | 
Scott. He was in every battle in Mexico that it 
was possible for any one man to be in. He fol- 
lowed the victorious standard of General Tayior 
on the Rio Grande, and was in the battles of Palo 
Alto, Resaca de la Palma, and Monterey. He was 
with General Scott at Vera Cruz, and participated 
in ar battle from the Gulf to the city of Mex- 
ico. e was breveted first lieutenant Septem- | 
ber 8, 1847, for gallant and meritorious conduct 
at the battle of Molino del Rey, and on the 13th 
of the same month he was breveted captain for || 

allant and meritorious conduct at the battle of || 

hapultepec. He has received the baptismal of 
fire. No young officer came out of the Mexican | 
war with more distinction than Grant, and the rec- 
ords of the War Department bear official testimony | 
to his gallant and noble deeds. He resigned in 
1855, and afterwards settled in Galena, in the dis- 
trict [ have the honor to represent on this floor. | 
I will read from reports in the War Department, | 

In the report of Captain Horace Brooks, second | 
artillery, of the battle of Chapultepec, he says: 

*“T succeeded in reaching the fort with a few men. Here 
Lieutenant U. S. Grant, and « few more men of the fourth 
infantry, found me; and by a joint movement, after an ob- 
stinate resistance, a strong field work was carried, and the 
enemy’s right was completely turned.” 

The report of Major Francis Lee, commanding 
the fourth infantry, of the battle at Chapultepec, 
says: 

“© At the first barrier the enemy was in strong force, which 
rendered it necessary to advanee with caution. ‘This was 
done, and when the head of the battalion was within short 
musket range of the barrier, Lieutenant Grant, fourth in- 
fantry, and Captain Brooks, second artillery, with a few 
men of their respective regiments, by a handsome move- 
ment to the left, turned the right flank of the enemy, and | 
the barrier was carried.” * * * * & Second Lieu- 
tenant Grant behaved with distinguished gallantry on the 
13th and 14th.” * - . * “T cannot refrainfrom | 
calling the attention of the major general commanding to | 
the fact that there has not been since the landing of the 
regiment at Vera Cruz a single captain on duty with it. 
When a regiment has behaved so well, and when its young 


officers have uniformly displayed such gallantry, this should 
be taken into consideration,” &c. 


The report of Brevet Colonel John Garland, 
commanding first brigade of the battle of Chapul- 
tepec, says: 

« The rear of the enemy had made a stand behind a breast- 
work, from which they were driven by detachments of the 
second artillery, under Captain Brooks, and the fourth in- 
fantry, under Lieutenant Grant, supported by other regi- 
ments of the division, after a short but sharp conflict.” 
- = * “T reorganized the command as it came up, | 
mounted a howitzer on the top of a convent, which, under 
the direction of Lieutenant Grant, quartermaster of the 
fourth infantry, and Lieutenant Lendrum, third artillery, 
annoyed the enemy considerably.”? * - - ft. 
must not omit to call attention to Licutenant Grant, fourth || 
infantry, who acquitted himself most nobly upon several occa- 
sions under my own observation.”’ 





In this particular mention of officers for gal- 
lantry and good conduct, besides the officer of his 
own staff, he names but one other officer besides 
Lieutenant Grant out of his whole brigade. 

General Worth’s report, September 16, 1847, 
of the battle of Chapultepec, Mexico: 

 Thave again to make my acknowledgments to Colonels 
Garland and Clark.” * ’ * * And to Lieu- 


tenantsLendrum” * ° " * “and Grant, fourth 
infanry, especially.” 


He was among the first to offer his services to 
the country at the commencement of hostilities, | 
saying that as he had been educated by the Gov- 
ernment, that Government was entitled to his ser- 
vices in its time of peril. Early made a colonel 
of one of the Illinois regiments, he went into 
actual service in Missouri. His commands there 
were important, and he dischargedevery duty with 


| stern repu 





great fidelity and advantage to the public service. 
With a military head and a military hand, he || 
everywhere evoked order from chaos. Military | 
discipline, order, and economy traveled in his | 
path. In time he was made a brigadier general, 
and intrusted with the important command of the 
district of Cairo, and how diligently, how faith- 
fully, how satisfactorily he discharged all his du- || 
ties is well known to the country. While in that |! 


than any other constituent. 


made by the rebels at Columbus to send out a 
large force to cut off Colone! Oglesby, who had 
gone into Missouri after that roaming bandit, Jeff 
Thompson, by a sudden and masterly stroke he 
fell upon Belmont, andafter a brilliant and decisive 
action, in which he and all his troops displayed 
great bravery, he broke up the rebel camp with 
great loss, and then returned to Cairo, The expe- 
dition was broken up, Ogleby’s command was 
saved, and everything was accomplished that was 
expected. 

In time came the operations up the Cumberland 
and Tennessee rivers, and I state what I know. 
By a singular coincidence, on the 29h day of 
January last, without any suggestion from any 
source, General Grant and Commodore Foote, 
always acting in entire harmony, applied for 
permission to move up those rivers, which was 
granted. The gun‘oats and land forces moved up 
to Fort Henry. After that fort was taken, it was 
determined to attack Fort Donelson. The gun- 
boats were to go round and up the Cumberland 
river, while the army was to move overland from 
Fort Henry to Fort Donelson. 

The roads were the worst ever known, and 
almost any other general or any other troops 
would have despaired of moving. But they did 
move. If General Grant had been told that it was 
impossible to move his army there, he would have 
made a reply like to that of the royal Pompey, 
when he was told that his fleet could not sail: * It 
is necessary to sail, not necessary to live.’’ It 
was necessary for this western army to march, 
but it was not necessary to live. ‘The country 
knows the result—Donelson fell. The enemy, 
twenty thousand strong, behind hisintrenchments, 
succumbed before the unrelenting bravery and 
vigor of our troops, no more than twenty-eight 
thousand sbiieined. We took there, not twelve 
thousand, not fifteen thousand, but more than six- 
teen thousand prisoners. I have it from General 
Halleck that we have actually paid transportation 
for more than sixteen thousand prisoners. That, 
in most countries, would have been called a most 
brilliant military achievement. Napoleon sur- 
rounded old Mack at Ulm, and captured twenty 


| thousand or more prisoners, and that exploit has 


filled a great space in history. 

While the capture of Donelson filled the coun- 
try with joy, there wasa cruel disposition to with- 
hold from the commanding general the meed of 
gratitude and praise so justly hisdue. Captious 


| criticisms were indulged in that he did not make 


the attack properly, and that if he had done differ- 
ently the work might have been better accom- 
plished. It was not enough that he fought and 
gloriously conquered, but he ought to have done 
it differently, forsooth. Success could be no test 
of merit with him. That was the way the old 
generals spoke of the young Napoleon when he 
was beating them in every battle, and carrying 
his eagles in triumph over all Europe. He did 
not fight according to the rules of war. But there 
was a more grievous suggestion touching the gen- 
eral’s habits. It is a suggestion that has infused 
itself into the public mind everywhere. There 
never wasa more cruel and atrocious slander upon 
a brave and noble-minded man. There is no more 
temperate man in the Army than General Grant. 
He never indulges in the use of intoxicating liquors 
atall. He is aa example of courage, honor, for- 
titude, activity, temperance, and modesty, for he 
is as modest as he is brave and incorruptible. To 
the es and fortitude of Lannes, he adds the 

jlican simplicity of Guvion St. Cyr. It 
is almost vain to hope that full justice will ever be 
done to men who have been thusatiacked. Truth 
is slow upon the heels of falsehood. It has been 


| well said that ‘ falsehood will travel from Maine 
| to Georgia while truth is putting on its boots. 


Let not gentlemen have any fears of General 
Grant. He is no candidate for the Presidency. 
He is no politician. Inspired by the noblest pa- 
triotism he only desires to do his whole duty to 
his country. When the war shall be over he will 
return to his home and sink the soldier in the sim- 
ple citizen. Though living in the same town with 
myself, he has no political claims on me, for, so 


| far as he is a politician, he belongs to a different 


He has no personal claims upon me more 
But I came here to 
speak as an Illinoisian, proud of his noble and 
patriotic State; proud of its great history now 


party. 
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| 
being made up; proud above all earthly things of | 
her brave soldiers, who are shedding their blood | 
upon all the battle fields of the Republic. If the 
laurels of Grant shall ever be withered, it will not 
be done by the [linois soldiers who have followed | 
his victorious banner, 

But to the victory at Pittsburg Landing, which 

has called forth such a flood of denunciation upon 
General Grant. When we consider the charges 
of bad generalship, incompetency, and surprise, 
do we not feel that ** even the joy of the people is 
cruel?’’ As to the question of whether there was, 
or not, What might be called a surprise, | will not 
argue it; but even if there had been, General 
Grant is in no wise responsible for it, for he was 
not surprised. He was at his headquarters at 
Savanna when the fight commenced. Those 
headquarters were established there as being the 
most convenient point for all parts of his com- 
mand. Some of the troops were al Crump’s Land- 
ing, between Savanna and Pittsburg, and all the 
new arrivals were coming to Savanna. That 
was the proper place for the headquarters of the 
commanding general at thattime. The general 
visited Pittsburg Landing and all the important 
points every day. The attack was made Sunday 
morning by a vastly superior force. In five min- 
utes after the first firing was heard, General Grant | 
and staff were on board a steamboat on the way | 
to the battle-field, and instead of not reaching the | 
field till ten o’clock, or as has been still more | 
falsely represented, till noon, I have a letter before 
me from one of his aids who was with him, and | 
who says he arrived there at eight o’clock in the | 
morning and immediately assumed command. 
There he directed the movements,and was always 
on that part of the field where his presence was | 
most required, exposing his life, and evincing in 
his dispositions the genius of the greatest com- 
manders. With what desperate bravery that bat- 
tleof Sunday was fought! whatdisplay of prowess 
and courage! what prodigies of valor! Our troops, 
less than forty thousand, attacked by more than 
eighty thousand of the picked men of the rebels, 
led Ly their most distinguished generals ! 

But itis gravely charged by these military critics 
who sit by the fireside while our soldiers are risk- 
ing their fives on the field of conflict, that Grant 
was to blame in having his troops on the same 
side of the river withthe enemy. I suppose they 
would have had the river interpose between our 
army and the enemy, and permit that enemy to 
intrench himself on the other side, and then un- 
dertake to cross in his face. It was, in the judg- 
ment of the best military men, a wise disposition | 
of his forces, placing them where he did. To 
have done otherwise, would have been like keep- 
ing the entire army of the Potomac on this “iy 
of the river, instead of crossing it when it could 
be done, and advancing on the other side. 

After fighting all day with immensely superior 
numbers of the enemy, they only drove our forces 
back two and one half miles, and then it was to face 
the gunboats and the terrible batteries so skillfully 
arranged and worked by the gallant and accom- 
lished officers, Websterand Callender, and which 
Seer the countless host of the enemy toa stand. 
And when night came, this unconquerable arm 
stood substantially triumphanton that bloody field. 
Iam not here to speak disparagingly of the troops 
of any other State, but | will speak in praise of 
the troops of my own State. No Illinois regiment, 





no Illinois company, no IIlinois soldier, fled from || 


that battle-field. If any did flee, they were not 
from Illinois, and they would be the ones who, 
after their own flight, would seek to cover up their 
own disgrace, but only add to it, by attacks upon 
an Illinois general. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. I had no idea that the gentleman 
from Ilineis, when he came here for the purpose 
of vindicating his fellow-citizen, General Grant, 
from an attack not made at all upon him in this 
House, would launch out into an attack on sol- 
diers from other States. I do not think there was | 
any necessity for that. 

Ir. WASHBURNE, 
don, 
States. 





SEE 





I beg my friend’s par- 
I made no attack on the troops of other 
I said I did not come here to disparage | 


anybedy. 
Mr. COX. The gentleman said that these at- | 
tacks were made on General Grant for the pur- 
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pose of concealing some lack of valur or courage 
on the part of troops from other States. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. I said if there were any | 


who did flee, they would be the ones to attack the || 


commanding general. 

Mr. COX. Let me say to the gentleman just 
this in regard to the Ohio regiments, about which 
a great deal has been said 

Mr. WASHBURNE. The gentleman will par- 
don me. I did not say anything against Ohio 
troops. 

Mr. COX. I want to say to the gentleman that 
there were twenty-six regiments from the State of 
Ohio in that battle. I want further—for I desire 
to vindicate, as the gentleman is doing, a matter 
where no charge is made—to refer to a slander 
upon an Ohio regiment for lack of bravery at that 
battle. That slander has been repelled and the 
falsehood of the charge is well understood, but as 
it came from sume Illinois correspondent, [laugh- 
ter,] | desired to refer to it. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I rejoice as muchas m 
friend from Ohio can that any such slander whisk 
may have been circulated has been completely 
answered. 

Mr. COX. A good deal has been said about 
the Ohio troops at the battle of Pittsburg Land- 
ing. I have kept my eye upon the letters in rela- 
tion to it. My colleague, from whose district the 
regiment comes about which most has been said, 
(Mr. Curxer,] is not now in his seat. He has, 
however, in his possession papers which fully 
refute every charge made against any Ohio regi- 
ment. They are false in every particular. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. lL am very glad to hear 
the gentleman say that such charges are false, for 
I know that whatever statement he makes is to 
be relied on. 1am the last man who would make 
such a fling, though it is a fact that the most out- 
rageous attacks upon Grant have come from Ohio 
a. {Laughter.] 

ow, sir, | have a little more to say about the 
generals and the soldiers who fought in that bat- 
tle. I have a word to say about tie brave Mc- 
Clernand, so lately our colleague here, who, as I 
learn from a man who was on the battle-field on 
that Sunday, and who saw him ride at the head 
of his division, holding his flag in the face of the 
enemy, daring them to come on. I would say 
something in relation to the bravery and skill of 
Hurlbut, from my own district, who commanded 
another division there and won great glory. I 
would say something in defense of another man 
who has been charged with having his division 
surprised, and having been taken prisoner at the 
time. I mean General Prentiss. I have a letter 
upon my desk which says, that instead of being 
surprised on Sunday morning, the writer saw him 
at half past two o’clock of that day fighting most 
gallantly at the head of his division. I rejoice to 
have this opportunity to make that statement in 
justice to a brave and true soldier. 

Sir, if L had time I would like to speak of others; 
I would speak of General Wallace of my State, 
who fell nobly fighting at the head of his division, 
a soldier by nature,a pure and noble man, whose 
memory will be ever honored in Illinois. I would 
speak of the gallant Colonel Ellis, falling at the 
head of the fifteenth, and of Major Goddard, of 
the same regiment, also killed; of Davis, of the 
forty-sixth, terribly wounded while gallantly bear- 
ing in his own hands the colors of his regiment. I 
would speak of the deeds of valor of the lead mine 
forty-fifth, covering itself with undying honor; of 
Captains Conner and Johnson, falling at the head 
of their companies; of the genial and impetuous 
young Irishman, Lieutenant George Moore, mor- 
tally wounded; of Captains Wayne and Nase 
and Brownell, all killed. Nor would I fail to men- 
tion Brigadier General McArthur and Acting Brig- 
adier General Kirk, who boldly led their brigades 
everywhere where duty called and danger threat- 
ened, and were at last carried from the field badly 
wounded. And of Colonel Chetlain, of the old 
twelfth, rising from a sick bed and entering into 
the thickest of the fight. And, too, I would like 
speak of the dauntless valor of Rawlins and Row- 
ley and Campbell, and of many others who dis- 
tinguished themselves on that field. 

1 see before me my friend from Pennsylvania, 
{[Mr. McPuerson,]} which reminds me of a friend 
of us both—young Baugher, a licutenant in the 
lead mine regiment, who, wounded six times, re- 
fused to leave the field; and when finally carried 
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off, waved his sword in defiance to the enemy, 
But who shall attempt to do justice to the braver 
of the soldiers and the daring and skill of the of- 
ficers; who shall describe all the valor exhibited 
on those days; who shall presume to speak of all 
the glory won on that blood-stained field? I have 
spoken of those more particularly from my own 
art of the State; but it is because I know them 
ae and not because | claim more credit for them 
than I know to be due to the troops from all other 
parts of the State. They all exhibited the same 
bravery, the same unbounded devotion, the same 
ardor in vindicating the honor and glory of the 
flag, and maintaining the prestige of our State. 
r. WILSON. [desire to ask the gentleman 
whether he denies that the army was surprised at 
Pittsburg on the morning of Sunday ? 

Mr. WASHBURNE. [ state that I have the 
fullest authority for making a substantial denial 
of that charge. I said, however, that I did not 
intend to argue that question; that it was not ne- 
cessary for the defense of General Grant. But [ 
say, no matter whether there was a surprise or 
not, the manner in which all those gallant troops 
fought on that day has conferred upon them and 
upon the country imperishable renown. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to ask, admitting that 
it was a surprise, whose fault it was? 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I suppose if there had 
been a surprise it would have been the fault of the 
man who commanded the division surprised. I 
come not here, however, to speak of the faults of 
rene , but to do justice. 

Ar. WILSON. desire the gentleman to fol- 
low that a little further. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. 


I want to saya 
word before the 


sntleman from Lowa proceeds. 
My colleague (Mr. Wasupurne] has defended 
his friend well. I regret the disposition to find 
fault with our generals in the field, who have done 
so nobly, so bravely, and so well. Let us re- 
member only their prowess and their glory, and 
let there not be crimination and recrimination. 
Let us rather glory in the success of our arms in 
our brilliant achievements on the well-fought field, 
and say all have done well. I regret that this 
matter of crimination of officers in the field should 
be brought up. 

Mr. WILSON. I will state that I fully concur 
in the remark of the gentleman from I}linois [Mr. 
Ke ioe] last on the floor, that this matter ought 
not to have been, brought up here, and I for one 
do not intend to join in any crimination or recrim- 
ination. I have thought the whole thing out of 
taste. I have thought it improper and uncalled 
fur. There was no occasion for it atall that I can 
discover. No charge has been made here against 
General Grant or any other officer engaged in that 
contest, although there are very grave ietnees 
of opinion in relation to certain matters connected 
with the fight. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I cannot yield further. 
Whatever may be my friend’s ideas on the sub- 
ject, I say to him that whenever I find a general 
from my own State at the head ofan army attacked 
as General Grant has been, I will feel myself called 
upon, in all places and upon all occasions, to de- 
fend him, and I think this is the best occasion I 
shall have, and I intend to avail myself of it. I 
believe, notwithstanding the desperate fighting on 
Sunday, and the partial repulse of our troops, 
that, aided by the fresh troops of the brave Lew. 
Wallace, that army could have whipped the en- 
emy on Monday without further reinforcements. 
That army could never have been conquered. 
But I would not detract from the glorious fighting 
of Buell’s troops on Monday, fox they behaved 
with great gallantry and fought bravely, success- 
fully, and well. Justice must be done to all. By 
a general order, General Halleck, now on the spot 
and cognizant of all the facts, has publicly thanked 
the generals, Grant, Buell, and Sherman, indors- 
ing their bravery and skill. 

Sir, I have detained the House too long, but I 
have felt called upon to say this much. I came 
only to claim public justice ; the battle of Pittsburg 

nding, though a bloody one, yet it will make 
a bright page in our history. The final charge of 
General Grant at the head of his reserves will 
have a placé, too, in history. While watching the 
progress of the battle on Monday afternoon, word 
came to him that the enemy was faltering on the 
left. With the genius which belongs only to the 
true military man, he saw that the time for the 
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final blow had come. 


the world-renowned order of Wellington, ** Up, 
Guards, and at them.” 

Word was sent by his body-guard to the dif- 
ferent regiments to Ye ready to charge when the 
order was given; then, riding out in front amid a 
storm of bullets, he led the charge in person, and 
Beauregard was driven howling to his intrench- 
ments. His left was broken, and a retreat com- 
menced which soon degenerated into a perfect 


rout. The loss of the enemy was three to our two | 


in men, and in much greater proportion in the de- 
moralization of an army which follows a defeat. 
That battle has laid the foundation for finall 
driving the rebels from the Southwest. So saat 
for the battle of Pittsburg Landing, which has 
evoked such unjust and cruel criticism, but which 
history will record as one of the most glorious vic- 
tories that has ever illustrated the annals of a great 
nation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, if there 
be no objection, I will say a word in connection 
with this matter. After the explanations which 
have already taken place, I trust that this House, 


during its session, will have no more occasion to | 
investigate the battles which have been fought, || 


or the conduct of our officers, but that the mem- 
bers will leave that where it properly belongs, to 
the officers who are placed in command of our 
armies. 1 rise only to say to my colleague, as 
kindly as possible, that I regret that this thing 
has been brought to the attention of the House 
this morning. Duringa short service here of eight 
or ten years, | have never found it necessary to 
vindicate upon this floor the conduct of any of 
our citizens upon the battle-field for the want of 
either skill or courage; and [ trust that the time 
never will come when I shall feel obliged to defend 
them againstany such imputation, and especially 
when | am satisfied that none such has really been 


made, or intended to be made, against them. I | 


desire to say, further, that the impropriety and 
the impolicy—if I may use the word—of gentle- 
men upon this floor criticising the ability, skill, 
and strategy of our armies and our generals are 
most manifest. In my judgment, sir, itis about the 

oorest business that this House can be engaged 
in. And I will say another thing—and I say it 
kindly, intending in no way to be offensive—that 
I feel, this day, that our armies would do better 
and gain more and greater victories if the ** riot 
act’’ could be read, and both Houses of Congress 
dispersed to their homes at the very earliest pos- 
sible day. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Speaker, the House 
will bear witness that I seldom occupy the floor, 
and I do not ttke it now for the purpose of en- 
gaging in the latter part of this discussion. I see 
no propriety in canvassing the relative merit of 
western ae who all deserve every encomium 
which each Representative is disposed to bestow 
on those of his particular State. I desire to call 
the attention of the House, however, to a matter 
in which every just and fair-minded man must 
feel an interest. [allude to the subject brought to 
the attention of the House by the gentleman from 
Vermont, [Mr. Morritt;] and in that connection 
I will say that I am possessed of a piece of inform- 
ation regarding General Smith’s conduct on the 
occasion of the fight at Lee’s Mills before York- 
town which I would deem myself unjust and 
criminal not to give him the benefit of, by placing 
it Before the House and country in connection 
with the cruel charge of drunkenness which has 
been made against him. 

A few oe after the affair at Lee’s Mills, Col- 
onel Key, the judge advocate upon General Mc- 
Clellan’s staff, was in this city. He is known 
to most of the members of this House as a man 
of great eminence in his profession; and he is 
known to them also asa man of the highest sense 
of honor, whose word is equal to a bond. With 
feeling and with great particularity he detailed 
that affair to me, which the gentleman from Ver- 
mont has connected with the resolution he brought 
up for the action of the House. He told me that 
he was sitting on a log with General McClel- 
lan and General Smith as the troops were march- 
ing to the place where the action was commenced. 
While sitting there the probable result of the 
movement was discussed by General Smith, with 
the utmost clearness and coolness, with his com- 
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In quick words he said, || 


‘* Now is the time to drive them.”’ It was worthy || evidence in any respect, whatever, of having dis- | 


| derstanding its meaning, rode up and told General 


| of the ground which he had to go over, and in his 


_him. The rattle of musketry was soon afterwards 


| General Smith’s mare had again thrown him. 





| sponded at once, ** Then m 
| work,”’ and, mounting a high-spirited animal, he 


| meridian of life, with all his hopes before him, and 
| against whom a most injurious and unfounded ac- 


; country. 
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manding officer, General McClellan, betraying no 


guised his faculties, mental or physical, by the 
effects of liquor, A signal, which had been con- 
certed between him and the officers leading the 
troops, was displayed, and an orderly officer, un- | 


He re- | 


boys are at their | 


Smith that the signal had been given. 


rode with great speed in the direction of the at- 
tack. Of course, he did not know the exact nature 


course lay a plowed field—the ground thrown up 
in ridges, and where the rain had softened the earth 
between them. The animal he was riding, ran- 
ning ata high rate of speed, very fractious and 
unruly, in crossing that piece of ground, floun- 
dered and threw him. the instantly got up and 
remounted. This was in sight of the person, I 
suppose, who gave currency to the charge against 





heard, and an officer who was watching the action 
through a glass remarked to Colonel Key that 


Colonel Key directly rode up to General Smith, 
and asked him whether he was hurt. He had been 
thrown twice, and he was covered all over with 
dirt. The General said that he was not, and he 
went on talking with Colonel Key, evincing the 
utmost clearness of mind, and good sense and 
coolness in reference to the movement which was 
then going on. In every respect, Colonel Key 
emphatically repelled the charge made by the gen- 
tleman from Vermont, [Mr. Morrixt.] 

I feel it due toa brave and gallant officer, in the 


cusation has been made, to make this statement 
to the House. Sir, I deprecate the manner in 
which men’s good names are made the feast and 
banquet for rumor and calumny throughout the 
It is enough for us to do our duty, and 
to leave the officers of our armies to do theirs; and, 
as has been suggested by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, [Mr. Ricnarpson,] leave them to be dealt 
with for any errors they may commit by the mili- 
tary laws to which they are amenable. 

Mr. FISHER. I wish to submit to this House 
a few remarks in vindication of the truth of the 
history of my country, and in vindication of my 
native State. . 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the 
gentleman will proceed with his remarks. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FISHER. As I have said, Mr. Speaker, 
I desire to make some remarks in vindication of 
the truth of the history of this country and of Del- 
aware. I find that a man by the name of Sauts- 
Bury, of that State 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to refer, 
in the House,to anything that has taken place in 
the Senate. 

Mr. FISHER. I do not speak of Mr. Sauts- 
BuRY as Senator of the United States, but of Mr. 
SauLsBury, a citizen of the State of Delaware. 
This Mr. Saucssury, a citizen of the United 
States of America, has been pleased to submit 
some observations which he has published to the 
country, in which he has undertaken to denounce 
the arrest of certain persons in the State of Dela- | 
ware, most of them residing in my own town, as 
the arrest of loyal men. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I call the gentleman to 
order. This mode of debate, if continued in the 
House, can have no other result than to bring the 
two Houses of Congress into conflict; and | am 
therefore opposed to it. 

Mr. FISHER. The remarks to which I shall 
advert | have not been able to find published in 
the GlSbe of this morning. They may be there, 
but I cannot find them. Lnotice the observations | 
which | have seen published in the Baltimore Sun. | 

Mr. ALLEN. Where were they made? 

Mr. FISHER. They will be found published 
in the Baltimore Sun of this morning. 

Mr. ALLEN. But where were they made? | 

Mr. FISHER. They are not to be found in | 
the Globe of this morning, I believe. I have looked | 
for them there in vain, though they may be there; | 
and it is to be presumed, therefore, that they were | 
not made in the Senate yvsterday. 

Mr. ALLEN. Were they not published in || 

















the Baltimore Sun as having been made in the 
Senate? 

Mr. FISHER. They are not to be found in 
the proceedings of the Senate as published in the 
Globe, so far as I can ascertain; and with that 
answer to the gentleman from Ohio, I will now 
go on with what | have to say. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, 1 would like to know 
from the gentleman from Delaware where the re- 
marks were made to which he proposes to advert. 

Mr. FISHER. They were made somewhere 
in the city of Washington, | presume. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. L[eall the gentleman to 
order. He clearly proposes to refer to remarks 
made in the Senate. 

Mr. FISHER. I will waive all allusion to the 
Senator from Delaware. In some remarks pub- 
lished in the Sun this morning, purporting to have 
been made by a would-be distinguished gentleman 
from Delaware, charging that arrests have been 
made in the State of Delaware, which I have the 
honor to represent on this floor, of loyal citizens of 
the United States, and the names of some of those 
**loyal’’ citizens, and among them I find the name 
of John B. Pennington, a citizen of my own town. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I rise to a point of order. 
It is that the remarks of the gentleman are not in 
the nature of a personal explanation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot control 
that matter. 

Mr. FISHER. My remarks are in vindication 
of the loyalty of my State, and [ trust that in her 
behalf I may be heard. | know there are tender- 
footed gentlemen on this floor whom my remarks 
may touch upon the other side of the House, and 
| know they do not wish the matter to which I 
desire to advert should be ventilated here, but I 
hope the opportunity may be afforded me of dis- 
charging my duty to my loyal constituents and ot 
making this explanation here, that | may sepa- 
rate between the sheep and the goats. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I rise to a point of order. 
It is that the gentleman makes a personal appli- 
cation of his remarks. His remarks do not affect 
me in the slightest degree, but the House shouid 
preserve its own decorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana 
is not in order now. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The gentleman from Dela- 
ware 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his 
point of order. . 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is that the gentleman 
makes his remarks personally offensive to this side 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that 
remarks applying to a whole side of the House 
have never been considered as personal. He there- 
fore overrules the point of eedes. 

Mr. FISHER. If the gentleman will permit 
me to explain what I think should be explained, 
he may then make any remarks he pleases. 

lam going to speak of facts which | know, and 
facts in reference to which I shall produce the evi- 
dence here and now. Let the gentleman, or let 
any other gentleman in this House, or in the coun- 
try, gainsay them if he can. All I ask is to be 
heard. Now, in regard to this man McWhorter, 





| it has been said by this would-be distinguished 


gentleman to whom I have referred, that at this 
time McWhorter is 

“A most highly respectable citizen of my State, residing 
near the capital, was dragged away from bis home and car- 
ried into the State of Maryland by the military authorities, 


there detained for a week or more, and then discharged— 
no fault found in him.” 


Mr. ALLEN. Will the gentleman from Del- 
aware undertake to reply here to a speech made 
by a Senator? 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order by 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. ALLEN. The gentleman has no right to 
read an extract from a Senator’s speech for the 
purpose of referring to him in violation of the 
rules 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman raise a 
point of order? 
Mr. ALLEN. 





Ido. It is thatthe gentleman 


| is out of order in reading an extract from a Sen- 
| ator’s speech, which | understand him to be now 


reading, for the purpose indicated. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know 
what the gentleman is reading from. 
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Mr. FISHER. 
said about this man McWhorter. 
said that this Mc Whorter 


Was one of that unfortunate class of people of this coun- 


try Who at the present day seem not to awaken much in- | 


terest, and to whose interests not much attention is paid. 
Ihe, t00, was white.”’ 

Yes, sir, he is white; but I assert here, and | 
assert it upon my responsibility as a man and as 
the Representative of a loyal State—the State of 
Delaware, though small she may be—that heisa 
disloyal white man, and that as such he is not of 
as much consideration asa loyal nigger. [Laugh- 
ter.] 
bound to answer, here or elsewhere, for my ex- 
pression of it. 

And now for the testimony. 1 have it here in 
writing. This same Charles H. McWhorter, 
about the latter part of October, 1861, procured 
materials and a a secession flag, and in com- 
pany with others—and I will say that one of those 
others was, as I have been fale a nephew 


of one of the Senators of the State of Delaware, || 


Gove Sauisbury, jr.—attempted to hoist it about 
midnight upon a flag pole which had been erected 
for the flag of the Union. These, sir, are some 
loyal white men of the State of Delaware, are they? 
If they are I claim no fellowship with them, and 


I scorn to be regarded here as the Representative | 


of such loyal men. 

Being the owner of a fast horse which he called 
** Jeff Davis,’’ after the so-called president of the 
confederate States, [laughter,] and afterexhibiting 
said horse at the agricultural fair in Dover at a 
trolling match, he called for a Union flag which 


was floating near by, and said, *‘ take thatdamned | 


it is fit for.’’ 


| 
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At the time of the first meeting held by the 


: | » ° ~ | 
I was saying what has been | their homes into another State by the military || 
It has been | authority of the United States Government. 
| 


| 


'| Union men of Kent county in favor of the Union, || 
|in May, 1861, this same Gove Saulsbury, jr., || 


|| declared that he would be glad to see the United | 
| States flag torn down from the staff whereon it 


| United States. 
That is my sentiment, and | hold myself || 





This is one of the loyal while citizens.of the || y : 
| Run in the most public manner, and when two 


_ young gentlemen, members of the Hazlitt Guards, 


State of Delaware, ishe? During the autumn of 
186), he said, in reply to a remark addressed to 


him by a gentleman in Dover—and | will here 
say that the gentleman in Dover to whom allusion | 


is made is my law partner—expressive of a desire 


to have but one government from the St. Law- | 


rence to the Gulf of Mexico, ‘‘thathe, too, wanted 
one government, and that government to be Jeff 
Davis’s government, and that he wanted the con- 
federate flag to float over every State in this 
Union.”’ 

This is Mr. McWhorter, and he is one of Mr. 
Wi carp Saucssury’s loyal white citizens of the 
State of Delaware. Sir, | claim no fellowship 
with that man McWhorter, nor with any man 
who stands up here or elsewhere to defend him. 
In another conversation he said that he would 
make the privilege of killing President Lincoln 
the only atonement for the sins of his life. Fur- 
ther than that, at a party given at his house, Mc- 
Whorter, about the 7th day of March, 1862, im- 
mediately before his arrest—to which allusion was 
made by the gentleman whose remarks are now 
printed in the Baltimore Sun of this morning— 
wore a secession badge. 


Whorter is a loyal white citizen of the United | 


States, a loyal citizen of the Union. 

Now, sir, a remark has been made elsewhere 
in regard to other gentlemen, and among others 
in regard to the arrest of John B. Pennington, of 
my own town, whose law office is next door to 
my own, the captain of the company called the 


And yet this Mr. Mc- | 


Hazlitt Guards, As captain of that company he | 
was arrested by Colonel Wallace, under orders | 
of General Lockwood, because of the disloyalty | 


of that company, and their refusal to give up the 
arms in their possession to the United States au- 
th®rities. Now, sir, | will quote a few remarks 
made by one of the members of that loyal white 
company, who was not arrested, but ought to 
have been; and who, [ undertake to say upon this 
floor, upon my responsibility as the Represent- 
ative of the State of Delaware, and upon my own 
responsibility as a man, is the nephew of Wit- 


LARD SauLsBury, who now represents in part the | 


State of Delaware in the other end of this Capitol. 


The evidence is that this nephew of the Senator | 
from Delaware, Gove Saulsbury, jr., in drilling | 
as a member of the Hazlitt Guards, wore the let- || 


ters U.S. upside down, and drilled so publicly, 
stating that in that form the letters would stand 


tor confederate States or southern union; and that | 


he wore upon his person a secession badge. 





: ee oe 
his is another of the loyal white citizens of the || 


State of Delaware who have not been dragged from || 


| ing that chorus to the confederate flag. 


| erate flag with seven stars on it. 
| another loyal white citizen of Delaware, accord- 


| John C, Craig. 


old rag and wipe out the horse’s mouth—it is all |) 


was floating, and trampled in the dust. This is 
a loyal citizen of the State of Delaware, and the 


loyal nephew of a loyal Senator now represent- | 
| ing the State of Delaware in the Congress of the 


In a conversation had in Dover, 
he expressed joy and satisfaction over the defeat 
of the Union army at Bull Run, and expressed 
his hope that every one of the Union troops that 
went South might share the same fate as those 
who had fallen in that battle. 

Here is another evidence of the loyalty of this 
Senator from Delaware and his “ loyal’? nephew! 
Nehemiah Lofland, another member of the same 
company, on the occasion of a wedding party in 
Dover, when a portion of the company were sing- 


ing the patriotic song ** Columbia the gem of the | 


ocean,’’ instead of the words in the chorus * three 
cheers for the red, white, and blue,’’ sang *‘ three 
cheers for the red, white, and red,’’ thus adapt- 
In the 
spring of 1861, when patriotic citizens were pur- 
chasing and wearing the star spangled banner, he 
sold from his store, and himself wore, the confed- 
In him we have 


ing to judgment recently set up for loyalty to the 
Union. 

Another member of the Hazlitt Guards was 
xy. In divers conversations in Do- 
ver he rejoiced, and admitted that he did rejoice, 
in the success of the rebels over our forces at Bul! 


to which he belonged, were engaged in raising a 
company for the United States service, and wished 


‘| to drill with said company, he told them they had | 


no business to engage in raising a company for 
the Government, and objected to their drilling 
with the Hazlitt Guards for that reason. Here is 
another sample of the * loyal’’ citizens of Dela- 
ware, whose defense has been attempted by Mr. 
Wixtarp Saurssurr! 

John A. Nicholson is another member of that 
company. Ina conversation during the summer 
of 1861, at the county buildings, in Dover, he said 
openly that the South had cause to secede, that 
they had aright to secede, and that they were now 
doing right, and just what they ought to do. 

Martin B. Hillyard, about the time when the 
Union forces went into Virginia, in a conversa- 
tion on the public square in Teer. said he hoped 
that the Federal troops that invaded the seceding 
States would die by disease, or by bullets, or by 
steel. And this is another one of the loyal citi- 
zens of the State of Delaware whose defense has 
been attempted by Wittarp Savucssrry! 

James M. Wise, another member of the Haz- 
litt Guards, of the town of Dover, in which I have 
the honor to reside, in a conversation in a store 
in Dover, in the autumn of 1861, while looking at 
some hats, and having his attention directed to a 
representation of the United States flag in the hat, 
and told that he ought to buy it on that account, 
remarked ‘“‘damn the stars and stripes,’’ and 
upon being told that he lived under them, replied, 
**damn the stars and stripes; I do not want to 
live under them any longer.”’? And this is another 
one of the ** loyal’ citizens of the State of Dela- 
ware whose defense has been attempted by my 
loyal friend, Wittarp Savtssury, of the State 
of Delaware! 

William A, Atkinson, whose name has been 
mentioned as one of the oppressed ‘* loyal”? citi- 
zens of the State of Delaware, declared in a pub- 
lic bar-room in Dover, in the month of January, 
1862, that he would sooner have the Emperor of 
France to rule over this country than the present 
Administration. I, sir, have heard with my own 
ears this same man Atkinson, ex-sheriff of the 
county of Kent, where I reside, singing to the tune 
of Dixie, this song: 

“The Union, the Union I once loved so well, 
For me may now go down to hell.” 


And that, sir, is one of the * loyal’’ citizens of 


the State of Delaware, of whose arrest so much 
complaint has been made. 








|| ator. 





Robert C. Justis, another member of the Haz- 
litt Guards—this loyal company named in honor 
of old Colonel John Hazlitt, who fell at the bat- 
tle of Princeton in the revolutionary war—on 
hearing that the guns in the possession of the 


| Hazlitt Guards, of which company he is a mem- 
| ber, would probably be denf{nded by the United 
| States authorities, said, ‘‘if they come to take 
| my gun, they will damned soon get the bullet in 


it, and that is all the gun they willget.’? This is 
another of the “ loyal’ citizens of the State of 
Delaware! John L. Pratt, whose name has also 
been paraded by this Mr. Wiutrarp Sauvts- 
BURY 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 





| reference to a Senator, by name, is not in order. 


Mr. FISHER. I am not alluding to any Sen- 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot permit the 
gentleman to mention a Senator by name. 

Mr. FISHER. I will say, then, that this man 
Pratt, who is Secretary of the Senate of the State 
of Delaware, and to whom allusion has been made 
as a good and loyal citizen of that State, when, in 
the summer of 1861, a proposition was made by 
a Union member of the Hazlitt Guards that said 


| company should escort a company raised for the 


United States service from the town of Dover to 
the railroad depot, replied that he was opposed 
to escorting men who were recruited to fight men 
who had his sympathies. 

What men had his sympathies? Why the men 
over here in the land of Dixie, who had raised, 
and were at that time prosecuting, the most wicked 
and gigantic rebellion that history has yet made 
record of. This man was arrested for hurrahing 
for Jeff Davis on the visit of Colonel Wallace at 
Dover, in March last. 

That is another of these * loyal ”’ citizens of 
the State of Delaware. 

Thomas O. Culbreth, another member of this 
loyal company, declared, on learning of the fall of 
Fort Donelson, that he would sooner have heard 
of the death of his only brother, the latter being 
a warm Union man. 

Outten L. Hill, in the post office at Dover, in 
the winter of 1862, openly hurrahed for Jeff Davis. 

William W. Luders, in divers conversations, has 
expressed himself in favor of the rebellion, and 
hoped the South would gain their independence. 

Tames Todd has been frequently heard to hur- 
rah for Jeff Davis, and in a conversation, the 
question having been propounded to him whether 
he was or was not a secessionist, replied, ‘‘ if I 
must say what I am, I am compelled to ac- 
knowledge myself a secessionist and Jeff Davis 
man. 

There are a few other members.of the Hazlitt 
Guards, whose members were arrested by the mil- 
itary authority, and whose arrests, as loyal men, 
are so loudly and bitterly complained of. 

Joseph G. O. Harrington, some time in the lat- 
ter part of February, 1862, in the Washington 
Hotel, at Dover, drank this toast: 

** Here’s to General Beauregard, whose voice was heard 


in thunder-tones on the plains of Manassas, when the Yan- 


kee hordes, like whipped hounds, were driven howling 
back to their kennels.”’ 


_Mr. COX. Will my friend please inform us 


whether there are any other people in the State of 
Delaware, besides those he has named? [Laugh- 


ter. 

ide. FISHER. Yes, sir; I am proud to say 
there are. I had just got through with this dist. 
I know it hurt the gentleman from Ohio. [Laugh- 


ter. 

Me. COX. Oh no; not at all. 

Mr. FISHER. I know it pained the gentle- 
man. But ‘* let the galled jade go wince, my with- 
ers are unwrung.’’ [Renewed laughter.] 


Mr. COX. The gentleman misunderstands my 
oint. 


Mr. FISHER. No,I donot; notatall. [Laugh- 


ter. 7 

di. COX. Iwas under the apprehension that 
he had already made out a majority of the people 
of his State to be secessionists. 


Mr. FISHER. Oh, no, sir; nota malerity 
Mr. COX. Ido not sympathize with the class 


of people the gentleman has named, and the gen- 
tleman knows I do not. 

Mr. FISHER. I do not know any such thing. 
(Much laughter.] I know that Mr. Cox isa gen- 
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uleman; that is all I know about him. Ido not | 


know anything of his sympathies, whether they 
are for or against the Union. 


The SPEAKER. It is notin order to call mem- | 


bers by name. 


Mr. COX. I hope the gentleman will answer 


| 


| 
| 


one question feankly, and it is this: whether that | 


horse “Jeff Davis’? which he has spoken of is a | 


good running horse? [Laughter.] 

Mr. FISHER. No, he does not run atall. He 
isatrotter. [Renewed laughter.] I hope if the 
gentleman has taken anything by his motion, he 
will make the most of it in the great State of Ohio. 


These, sir, are a few of the members of the loyal | 


company, commanded by the loyal Captain John 
B. Pennington, who has been heid up to the world 
as a persecuted martyr of liberty. Such are afew 
of the men whose defense as true patriots has been 
vainly attempted. From one—nay, sir, not from 
one, but from many—know the character of all 
those who have been arrested in my State, and 
whose arrests have been so loudly complained of 
by secession sympathizers, and that of their de- 


fender. Nay, sir, | will not rest his character here, | 


but | now declare that he who has undertaken that 
defense, scarcely a year ago declared to me, on the 
holy Sabbath, with a bitterness which shocked 
me, that he would be glad to have itin his power 


to hang Lincoln and Jet¥ Davis upon the same iree. | 


Now, sir, when | heara man complain that all the 
world are rogues, | am convinced that there is one 
rogue at least in it; so when a man attempts to de- 
fend others as loyal who are the avowed friends of 
Jeff Davis, and expresses a desire to hang Davis 
and Lincoln upon the same tree, | take him to 
mean to hang Lincoln if he can, and let Davis go 
scot free. Now, sir, the question was asked me 
by the gentleman from Ohio whether I had not 
gone through the entire list of the population of 
the State of Delaware. I say,no,I have not. I 


may have gone through a considerable portion | 





of the list of this wicked Breckinridge secession | 


party, of which 1 fear my friend from Ohio wasa 
member. 


Mr. COX. No, sir; I was not. 


gentleman was a Douglas man, and that, with me, 
will be sufficient to hide a multitude of past sins. 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman does not state his 
facts a little better, we will not be able to believe 
all he said; and I am inclined to do so. I do not 
want him to discredit himself by making any such 
statement as he has just made. 

Mr. FISHER. understand the gentleman 
from Ohio voted for Stephen A. Douglas. If so, 
I give him credit for it. 

Mr. COX. ‘* Voted for him!’’ I went for him, 
heart, soul, and boots. (Laughter.] 

Mr. FISHER. I was only giving a few in- 
stances of disloyalty, and was going on to state 
that of this Hazlitt company, from which these 
arrests were made, out of less than forty mem- 
bers I have given a list of twenty or more con- 
victed of expressing sentiments disloyal to the 
Union and the Constitution of the country. So 
far as the Douglas men, the Bell men, and the 
Lincoln men are concerned, and, Iam proud to 
say, some who voted for Breckinridge, but who 
deserted him when he deserted his couutry’s cause, 


Delaware stands to-day where she stood in 1776. | 
She regards the Union of the States in the same + 


light as the Jews regarded the ark of the covenant 
—as something which no man might dare to touch 
with profane hands and live. Suir, the majority 
of my people are loyal, and I hope and trust in 
God that they will ever continue to be loyal to the 
Union, the Constitution, and the enforcement of 
the laws, 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Now, Mr. Speaker, to leave 
this inappropriate but very entertaining matter, | 
ask leave of the House to discharge the Commit- 


tee of the Whole House from the consideration 
of House bill No. 379. 


Mr. WICKLIFFE. 
objection, and I want to pay him. (Laughter.] 


1 object. 
JOHN CONARD. 


Mr. CRISFIELD asked and obtained leave to 


have withdrawn from the files of the House the 

papers in the case of John Conard, late United 

States marshal of the district of Pennsylvania. 
And then, on motion of Mr. SHEFFIELD, (at 


a quarter past four o’clock, p. m.,) the House 
adjourned till Monday next. 


{Laughter.] | 
Mr. FISHER. I beg pardon. I learn that the 
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IN SENATE. 
Monpay, May 5, 1862. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SunpERLAND. 
The Journal of Friday last was read and ap- 


proved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. LATHAM presented a petition of citizens 
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|| relief of Rose M. Harte, widow of Edward Harte; 
|| which was read, and passed to a second reading, 
|| The report was ordered to be printed. 


of Nevada Territory, praying for the establish- | 


ment of a semi-weekly mail route from Susan- 
ville, California, to Humboldt City, Nevada Ter- 
ritory; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. GRIMES presented a petition of citizens 
of Vernon Springs, Howard county, lowa, pray- 
ing for the construction of a ship canal between 
Lake Michigan and the Mississippi river; which 
was referred tothe Committee on Military Affairs 
and the Militia. 

Mr. HOWE presented a petition of citizens of 
Manitowoc, in the State of Wisconsin, praying 
for the construction of a ship canal between Lake 
Michigan and the Mississippi river; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
the Militia. 

Mr. HARRIS presented two petitions of citi- 
zens of New York, praying that the ‘* freedom of 
speech and of the press shall not be abridged,”’ 
and that * the New York Caucasian and all other 
Democratic papers now excluded from the mails 
be allowed the same privileges as Republican and 
abglition papers;’? which were referred to the 
Committee on the Post Uffice and Post Roads. 

He also presented three petitions of citizens of 


| the city of New York, praying for the passage of 


a general uniform bankrupt law; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
He also presented a petition of Sarah A. Mower, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WADE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 298) 


donating public lands to the several States and 


Territories which may provide colleges for the 
benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts; which 


| was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. LATHAM asked, and by unanimous con- 


|| sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
| 300) granting to the State of California the tract 


widow of Thomas G. Mower, late a surgeon in | 


the regular Army of the United States, praying 
for « pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts, presented a 
memorial of James M. Beebe & Co. and others, 


merchants of Boston, remonstrating against the | 
| adoption of the system of taxation proposed by 


the Boards of Trade of Boston and New York, 
recommending a tax on all sales of merchandise; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COWAN presented the petition of W. C. 
Jewett, praying for constitutional popular senti- 
ment to govern, through a restoration of the free- 
dom of the press, opposing European dictation, 
reurging an increase of the Army and Navy to 
cover the South and a reserve North to check now 
European southern sympathy; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affuirs and 
the Militia. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Bris- 
tol, Pennsylvania, praying for the location of a 
national armory and faundery on Burlington or 
Matinicunk Island, midway between Burlington, 
in the State of New Jersey, and Bristol, in the State 
of Pennsylvania, inthe river Delaware; which was 
referred to the select committee on the subject of 
a national armory and foundery. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. CLARK, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Thatcher Per- 
kins and William McMahon, praying an extension of their 
patent for an improvement in the wicels of locomotive en- 
gines, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 


BOUNTY TO DISCHARGED VOLUNTEERS, 


Mr. TEN EYCK submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs and 


| the Militia be instructed to inquire into the propriety of ex- 


tending the provisions of the act of July, 22, 1861, which 
allows $100 to volunteers when honorably discharged, who 
shali have served two years or during the war, to such vol- 


| wnteers as may have been or hereatter may be employed 
I owe the gentleman an || 


: 


under that act, and who may have been or hercafier may 
be disabled by wounds or sickness and honorably discharged 
from service. 


REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. SAULSBURY, from the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Edward Harte, of San Fran- 


| cisco, praying payment for services rendered in 


the preparation of the report of the Commissioner 
of Patents on the census of 1850, submitted a re- 


|| port, accompanied by a biil (S. No. 299) for the 





| 
| 
| 
| 


of land known as the Colorado Desert, for the 
purpose of introducing a sufficient supply of fresh 
water upon and over the same; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts, asked, and 
by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a joint resolution (S. No, 78) to suspend 
all payments under the act approved March 25, 
1862, entitled ** An act to secure to the officers and 
men actually employed in the western department, 
or department of Missouri, their pay, bounty, and 
pension,’’ and for other purposes, 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained; leave to introduce a joint resolution (S. 
No. 79) in relation to an exslaaee of prisoners; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs and the Mi- 
litia. 

Mr. CARLILE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to intreduce a bill (S. No. 
301) to secure to the citizens of the United States 


| their right to personal liberty; which was read 


twice by its title. 

Mr. CARLILE. The +bject of this bill is to 
regulate by law the power of arrest exercised by 
the President through Government officials, and 
itis upon the suggestion that I think was made 
at the summer session by the chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee, the Senator from Illinois, 
{[Mr. TromBuut.] I offer it that it may get be- 
fore the committee while they have under con- 
sideration a bill which was submitted a few days 
ago by the Senator from Ohio, and referred to 
that committee. 1 move that this bill be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed, 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
by Mr. Ernerines, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the following bills, in which 
the concurrence of the Semate was requested: 

A bill (C. C, No. 108) for the relief of John 
Skirving; 

A bill (No. 163) for the benefit of the legal rep- 
resentatives of John McLaughlin; 


A bill (No. 166) for the relief of the surviving 


“children of Israel Frisbie, a revolutionary soldier; 


A bill (No. 194) for the relief of Joseph B. 
Eaton; 

A bill (No. 195) for the reciprocal relinquish- 
ment of certain claims between the United States 
and the representatives of Robert Brent, deceased ; 

A bill (No, 218) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Frederick F. Brose, deceased; 

A bill (No. 272) for the relief of Brigadier 
General Joseph G. Totten; 

A bill (No. 273) for the relief of Thomas Fors- 
ter; 

A bill (No. 274) to pay B. Y. Shelley for his 
claim and improvements taken from him by the 
Omaha reservation, in the Territory of Nebraska; 

A bill (No. 329) for the relief of John Gould- 
ing; 

A bill (No. 345) for the relief of George B. 
Simpson; 

A bill (No. 444) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to provide increased revenue from imports, to 
pay interest on the public debt, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved August 5, 1861; and . 

A bill (No. 454) for the relief of the register 


| of the land office at Vincennes, Indiana, and for 
| other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives had signed an 
enrolled bill (S. No. 177) for the relief of Sylves- 
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ter Crooks; and it was signed by the President 
pro tempore. 
IIOUSE BILLS REFERRED. | 


The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred as indicated below: 


A bill (C. C. No. 108) for the relief of John || 


Skirving—to the Committee on Claims. | 
A bill (No. 163) for the benefit of the legal rep- 


mittee on Private Land Claims. 


resentalives of John McLaughlin—to the Com- } 


A bill (No. 166) for the relief of the surviving 
children of Isracl Frisbie, a revolutionary soldier | 
—to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

A bill (No. 194) for the relief of Joseph B. 
Eaton—to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
the Militia. 

A bill (No. 195) for the reciprocal relinquish- 
ment of certain claims between the United States 
and the representatives of Robert Brent, deceased 
—to the Committee on Military Affairs and the 
Militia. 


A bill (No. 218) for the relief of the legal repre- || 


sentatives of Frederick F. Brose, deceased—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (No. 272) for the relief of Brigadier 
General Joseph G. 'Totten—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (No. 273) for the relief of Thomas Fors- | 
ter—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (No. 274) to pay B. Y. Shelley for his 
claim and improvements taken from him by the 
Omaha reservation, in the Territory of Nebraska 
—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (No. 329) for the relief of John Goulding | 
—to the Committee on Patents and the Patent 
Office. 

A bill (No. 345) for the relief of George B. | 


Simpson—to the Committee on Patents and the 


A bill (No. 444) to amend an act entitled ‘An 
act to provide increased revenue from imports, to 
pay interest on the public debt, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ approved August 5, 1861—to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

A bill (No. 454) for the relief of the register of 
the land office at Vincennes, Indiana, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Public Lands. 


BILL BECOME A LAW. 


A message from the President of the United 
States by Mr. Nicoxay, his Secretary, announced 
that the President had approved and signed, on 
the 3d instant, an act (S. No. 124) relating te high- 
ways in the county of Washington and District 
of Columbia. 


MAJOR AND BRIGADIER GENERALS. 


Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. I am di- 
rected by the Committee on Military Affairs and 
the Militia, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
297) to limit the appointment of major generals 
and brigadier generals in the Army and volun- 
teers, to report it back with an amendment. The. 
bill provides for the appointment of twenty major 
generals and two hundred brigadier generals, The 
amendment of the committee proposes simply to 
make the major generals thirty, instead of twenty. 
We have now twenty-five major generals in the 
regular Army and in the volunteers. If there be 
no objection, I should like to put the bill on its 

massage. I think it should be passed at once. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. This bill may be all right, but 
I want to be sure about it. It is well known that 
there are a large number of brigadier generals who 
have been in the service for months, whose nom- 
inations have not been confirmed. Now, I want 
to know if the passage of this bill will not throw 
some of those officers out of the service. Suppose 
it should happen, the way we are going on here, 
nominations coming in rapidly, being confirmed 
without much order, the number of two hundred 
should be reached, and then it should be said: 
**'These officers, who have been in the service, 
good officers, acknowledged to be such, cannot 
be confirmed because we have got to the limit of 
the law.”? Ido not want to see any such state of 
things as that brought about by any such hasty 
legislation as this may prove to be. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the amendment reported by the committee to 
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_ one hundred and sixty-nine brigadier generals; we 


| been nominated some time. 
|; upon before we act on those more recently sent in. 


| regard to the appointments. 





| can assure the Senator that his solicitude is with- 
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strike out ** twenty’? and insert “‘ thirty,’’ limit- 
ing the number of major generals. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. I suppose 
the Senator from New York is not opposed to that 
amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
to the whole thing. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. A single 
word in reply to the Senator from New York, and 
then I think we shall pass the bill ina moment. I 





No, sir; I speak in reference 


out any foundation. We have confirmed, I think, 


have before us about thirty for confirmation, some 
of whom are in command of brigades and have 
Those will be acted 


This bill provides for the appointment of two hun- 
dred. I think about one hundred and ninety-five 
or one hundred and ninety-six is the nuniber of 
those who have been confirmed and are now before 
the Senate; so that I think there is no trouble to 
be apprehended on that point. I hope the bill may 
be passed for the reason that there are being nom- 
inated more brigadier generals than we ought to 
have. I believe to-day we have fifty more than is 
necessary. I think one hundred and fifty was 
about whatit was necessary to have. | hope, there- 
fore, the bill will be passed, and I can assure the 
Senator—I know | speak the sentiment of the com- 
mittee—that no advantage will be taken of these 
gentlemen by any such bill. 


to one hundred and eighty instead of two hundred. 
I move to strike out two hundred and insert one 
hundred and eighty, limiting the brigadier generals 
to that number. 

Mr. CLARK. It seems to me we ought to fix 
this bill with regard to the service, and not with 
We have the state- 
ment from the chairman of the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs that one hundred and fifty brigadier 
generals would be enough, and now, we hesitate 
to strike down the number from two hundred to 
one hundred and eighty; that is thirty more than 


| we want; and all for what? Because we have got 
these men before us as nominees and have not 


manliness enough to stand up and reject them. 
Now let us make the service what it ought to be 
and fix the number as it ought to be. If one hun- 
dred and fifty are enough, put them down to one 
hundred ot. fifty, if we have not more already; 
at any rate, put it down to the limit we have, and 
not make another if we have enough. Certainly 
we should strike it down to one hundred and 
eighty. Why do wemake them? Whatare we 
legislating for? For the good of these individuals, 
or for the service of the country? Are we here to 
appoint and confirm men when the country does 
not want them, and when the country is already 
loaded with a debt that we can scarcely carry? 
It seems to me, the statement of the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs is a very sin- 
gular one. I understood him to say we have got 
enough, that one hundred and fifty would be 
enough; and now I understand him to say, do not 
strike it down to one hundred and eighty. I ask 
the chairman why he wants two hundred, if one 
hundred and fifty are enough ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. [expressed 
my own judgmentthatone hundred and fifty would 
have been enough; but the Presidentand Secretary 
of War thought otherwise, and they have sentin 
here about one hundred and nine-five names for 
confirmation as brigadier generals; and therefore, 
as the bill was introduced to make the number 
two hundred, we thought it best not to change it, 
and as two hundred would cover all that were 
sent i, we had better stand upon that. That is 
my judgment to-day. As an original question, I 
think we could have got along very well and very 
comfortably with one hundred and fifty brigadier 
generals. That is my opinion, and has been my 
opinion, and | have urged that too many were 
sent in. | have over and over again remonstrated 
in regard to it, that we were having too many of 
these men sentin. But we have confirmed one 


hundred and sixty-nine, and we have before us | 
for confirmation enough to make the whole num- || 
ber about one hundred and ninety-five or one hun- | 
dred and ninety-six. 
I simply want to say that I do | 


Mr. HALE. 
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Mr. HALE. I do not expect to succeed, but I 
want to record my own vote to limit the number 
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not know much about this matter; but from the 
statement of the chairman of the committee, and 
from other statements, particularly that made by 
my friend from lowa, [Mr. Grimes], who under- 
stands the matter, I think one hundred and fifty is 
= as many as we want, and one hundred and 

fty is more than any other nation in the world 
would have for the Army we have got. My own 


| aoeee would be that the number should be 


imited to one hundred and fifty, with a provision 
that the law should not vacate the office of any of 
those who have already been appointed and con- 
firmed, but that when vacancies occur in the list 
of brigadier generals, by death, resignation, or 
promotion, there should be no more appointments 
made until the number is reduced to one hundred 
and fifty. There is great force in the suggestion 
made by my colleague that the action of the Sen- 
ate in providing for two hundred brigadier gen- 
eral when we want but one hundred and fifty will 
be an indication to the country that we are legis- 
lating for the salvation of the brigadier generals 
and not for the salvation of the country, and that 
we think it of more consequence to save a few 
brigadiers than we do to regard the interests of 
the country. 

Mr. CLARK. I understand the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs now to say 
that his opinion is not changed in regard to the 
wants of the service, that one hundred and fifty 
would have been abundantly enough, but because 
the President and the Secretary of War have ad- 
vised two hundred, therefore he is inclined to sur- 
render the judgment of the Military Committee 
to the judgment of the President and the Secre- 
tary of War, and to go for the two hundred. That 
is the position that [ understand the Senator oc- 
cupies. Now, lam not disposed to give up my 
pas eel in that matter. If it is the deliberate 
judgment of the Committee on Military Affairs 
that one hundred and fifty is enough, I think that 
the Senate ought to stand by the judgment of its 
committee. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. I did not 
speak of the judgment of the committee, but of my 
own opinion. 

Mr. CLARK. Well, I will take the Senator’s 
own judgment. My judgment coincides with his, 
and I think we had better have the firmness to say 
we have got enough. Take one hundred and 
eighty, if you please. I should like the last prop- 
osition of my colleague the best; but let us limit 
the number at least to one hundred and eighty, 
and then we shall have an opportunity of ¢)n- 
firming eleven more, and save to the country the 
expense of twenty. 

r. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate 
will now proceed to the consideration of the spe- 
cial order for this hour, which is the homestead 
bill; and that is before the Senate on the amend- 
ment moved by the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. 
Car ixe,} to strike out the whole of the original 
bill after the enacting clause and to insert what has 
been heretofore read in the form ofa substitute. 

Mr. POMEROY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Senator from Kansas 
to give way to me. [I want to make a motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No motions 
are in order, except by unanimous consent, the 
homestead bill being, by special order, now before 
the Senate. © 

Mr. POMEROY. I haveno objection to yield- 
ing for the Senator’s motion, temporarily, if it will 
occupy no time. 

Mr. HALE. It willoccupy some time. I move 
to postpone all prior orders for the purpose of 
taking up a resolution relating to the business of 
the Senate that I submitted some week or two ago. 

Mr. HARLAN. [Is that motion in order? - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion 
is in order. 

Mr. HARLAN. Iunderstood the Senator from 
Kansas to have the floor, and not to give consent 


| to the introduction of any other resolution. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
himself had not the floor except by common con- 
sent of the Senate. Neither Senator has the floor 
except by common consent, and the Chair under- 
cel that consent to have been given. 

Mr. HARLAN. I understood the Senator from 
Kansas to be entitled to the floor. 








